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RfeHT 


1. f^^Rfefed ^ ifTeR fe^ W t:- 

(i) fe^ (fe^ ^ ]rTfenr$t cFt^t w ^ ^ fentr ^ ?r?rr 

^ 3ik ^ 4o <r1diR>H wnfr feo ^ ^ fefecT 

ft sft ^ cffTfen 3fl^ ^fer (fe^ ^ ^ w 

t) ^ ^ ^ 3T9r^ ^ ^ feqffer #r;5 (fe^r ^ ^ ^ ^ 

t) ^ ^ 3T]%r w t I 

(ii} 5 [Tfe=rr^ ^ fern 5 ^ ^ fepn 5 ^ ^ cbi^di^ ^ ^ 

i||[^cb|cbTll gRF f^ ^ 3TT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^gtfer feTiT I 
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^ ^ D % 5R=n^ ^ t I 

'iTi'! ^ 3tR am 3)5 '(Iu jr^ct cfi^ ^ #pjra& sft i 


•(ix) !mR[^ '^''■s ’ira ^ f^FrfcffecT w jRTig^/aiTintrsfS cpi T^ft aft;. 

1. ^'H'sj #.'^.'?II? eft., 

2. ftrar ftr., jtJr 

3. ^ f^„ jtfr 

4. 3?FtPmT fcT. ^ 

5. •#?I^ iWicpIwo^ ^f%JT JTTO f^O, 5?^ 

6. ^ cp._ gg^ 

7. 4^ 3Tf4«|(H ^chc-<f 


(X) 


a M gro ^ Tif w4v4Pitt> ^ ^ 4 fl^rasr tnfM gro 
TR? ^ ^ 3nfM>7 3m ^tmsi ^ sik ^ ^ ^ 

^<3f I ^ 


(xi) 


% Tjm^r 347^3TTJfR## 5BT^^ 

^ 3fr. ^ ^ , 3,ftR^43ng^ 

^ ^ XR ^ q5) , ^ ^ 

m qt ^9: w^ ^ I 


(Xii) Sllilgcpj gRT ^ ^ 3(W ;hRTP^; ^ ^ 3ntIR ^ WTTg^ gft 

^ cRn 4 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^?ng=7 Rpm CPT 1lR#m ift f^ztr w sn ?iTf^ 5i? gfSrf?^^ ptt ^ 

#tTT I 


(Xlii) ^ ^ Jricrat anw ^ f^, ^ anf 3n^_ 

anf^ 4’Tf^grf^ g^t TTjff i 








^ ira ^ fSRpng^ 2 (^72^4 ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^fRR t I ^ ^ 3Tr2TT^ f^ ^ ^ 


^T. 




2* ^ S'*"to ^ f *j"‘I 

s:: :t: si^ r.ij r?^ ^ ™ ,r^ 

f^O ^ ^ 3?gfir ^ ^ gM ^ ~vjcMlc ;q> R'sRl^l 

^ 3^. 2003 ^ ^ ^ ^ 13fk .nfSrf^ 

^ ^ ^,Sr^qSSf ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3fl7 ftaft WSJI ft?ROf apj |5^ —^ ^ '^. cTTO 

^•1 <p^ 

L *TS,StSS“^ ^ * ,n »„ 

31^ am ^ 3T^«T3ff ^ w 

''.M 9 ft'SST.s if 

^ 3nih%I S^XT^rf,^ ^ t m> ^ 

3ft7 ^ am life 3ft -»nft ^ 3ng5^ ^ ^ ^Mzi ^ TRft sft 

< 1 ^^ * S, S^SSf, *• * ’^'x 9 *« 
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f3IT ^ ^ ^ uflcIT f' 3P?J B?TRc[J i^o gRT vdc^K-i ^f^t| | 

gfr ^ ggV’JT ainiRff ^ ^ ffeft 11 

®.2 v»aVi ^ 

8 . y^oj^ ytiVi ^ R-qi'ii cf>i WTO ’fHrfen 'w t;- 

(i) ^ Rolflcp i^o tj^ if f^jitg; 2.2.2004 3lk 6.3.2004 g>r 110 TJg 120 

^.^=T gft ^ ^ Mcr gft t I #qt gft 3life, 2003 ^ 2004 gft 3Tc[f®t ^ 

f^#^#3iTtif5tRT^ Mct aira;^ if c^ ^gxHT ^ t ^ 

3I?FT ^ tn^ JlTf^ ^ ^ f^ ^ ^ I 

(ii) u?fm ^ 1^55 gR gg: t JT^rftRjTf Wm ^ g;c? ^fji 

^ ^ ^ ^mrcRT t 3^^? aiJjid* ^?i4^ Tirfer ^ g HM-im gRj 

MicH’^t il ^ cfR aiHtj-q-i i[ ai'flu'w ^ wifcb ^ '^n^f^Ep ^ airaTfff er 

^ cm fJTT sit I tTgJ vf gppq 5 ,^^^ 

^ ^ f^m fJTT t 'ufr MifSci 3TTJIT?if ^ cPTRI ^ qr^ 5ff^ qq f- | 

5.3 ^ uR.^. 

^0 jT5fSm f^o ^ tsr.jtqt. (^mgsp) sfe 

9. (^RTKEp) armr ijmgg 1^mp 28/9/2003 ^ 5 ^cpr ^ wftcsr g5t cTcWh 

^51 3Tl?lilS“l EfR^ ^ EITg ^ fctm I cRRft RfdH'!, 2003 4 foll^t^ ERRft ^ mft I 
^ f^m f' Eig 41*1 cR.mr. ^ '4h 41 giigg ^ 3id4d ?ii(Iici 
^ 5Tg?j Mg 4Wt Eppjd ^ 3,^ f I cpgr t Mft e^ tjg 

^ gR.mr. a^ gPKT if miM ^ ^smgg tjcr Mt ^ Mft 

gi94t ^ gURgRPi t I vjmggj ^T grar Mr 11% Epr^ft ept jteitcpt gicTR arrarf^ 

3Ts}EzrgRTr qg ^ ijfT t afk gM g5t gMr grtsTTg giEff gg Mg f i 5^^ gm Mr 

11% grf^ TTgxT g)^' JTTcT gg TsggrfMr gg^ gft angf^ g€f f# aft a^^g 4 gTgrrg ^ jigM 

g^ JR gift aft-I g^ mn gngr t ffti gft:^ grtsTR ft ggfM gfM gft gftgft gigg 

gft fftgfg gftdd ft EF5g f aftggjgftt cTTg arMr gRg^ t I 

10. gftrftt ft g[gT fftigr ft ffti gg- xft-i vji'iqiq] gTggrag ^ fftfftgr gfftigT mgrcig gRi 

fftfftgiftg ftTcft ft vft ffti ggiftf eft fftgrfftmgg gef gpft eft grggft gft ggejftt fftf gxidd i ftgEft 

epiftnf EPggT ft I aigEftg 199 gtgftt ft UgTeR ft ferfftep Plfjgddl gcT fftlgcIT gft gTgft JTgTg 

gjggr ft M gipjft Epiftnf jpgft gft arggfft ftir ftr gigr gRr fftgftf gft ’gift ft mrft ft 

^“iqifliaft gft gssg ^ggg ft fftig angggg gRgj ft 1 
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VJm ^ 9 ; aromtFT _ 

%-^MR 3Ts^arcnmT cncTt ^ f^ratRcr f^ t hht ^ t, %- 
^FiTR 3TaJcZTcRSn cTTcTT ^ t I ^ ^ ^ ^ sfT ^ ^ ^ m%m ^ 

MIcIHM ^Sfrcft ^ ^ TFT. ^ iqcp 3TStcZTcR«TT WT ^ TfHT t I mH^ 

^ Troy. cf5t ^ Tjgj ^-iTTW? ^fshzTcRSn cTP^ ^ c^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 5R^ t I 

17. TTlf^cm-^ ^ ^ W t^RrfcTcpf (f^Rc^ gP^T ^t|cT«T tt;t ^ <-1^1'^ 

TJc^T c^ c^ 3TsfeTcR5TT c^cl^K W^HIcIc^ ^ 

^Tuft I Tftg (^RT^) 3TT|f (f^mto) ^ 3T^ |tt f I apjM ^ ^ Tpfy 

3fF 2.12.2004 ^ chPlili ^ W ^ f^ 7|^n STT 3ft7 «fT^ ^ ^ f^ratcRi 

c^ ^rfcri^rfM ^ fcjTzn TT^n stt I areJozicrw ^ ^ c^ ^ >3^#^ 

^ afh? aF^ Tj? Tt tt% 5 ci5t ‘ei^ f^rf^ c^ anETT^ w 

TJc^T ^ f^FT C^ cF ar^^ fc^ 8TT I tny I ^ cijci^K c^ ^ ^ ^ 

y(clc||4) vdcMIcJcT) ^ Plijjdcb c^ mR>H>!1 tT 'HcFtR | vScMIdcK ^ ?Ty ayigy^ 177 

ar^-aTOT c^Tctbr cf ^ fcT^n 11^ arq^ cijci^iij chinch cHR ^ c^ arsTcrr 

aR?q:5T aT«RT mm ^ ^ ^ arslterOT ^ f^rf^ w f^nEn? ^ftt? 

arajcziciw ^ ^ ^ ^ cr ^ f I sj^ afRj ciiRivny ^ tft. ^ 

'HIHM yVHIcl<^ ^3^f^ t tR^ ^ A ^ cTEf> t I 

18. ^ rut. 13 ^ c^ aTTRT^ ^ MldRyM RTHT 'HIHI-U ^ RTeJ^ 

MIcidM f%RT^f c^ 3 T^ I c^ ^ 7 RR 8 ^ aT^RR f^ I Rllter^ RF RTR Rt^ RR^ ^ 
1% RTSrM f%RRt c^ I c^ ^ 7 ^ RF ^RR^ 11^ : 

%- RTmTT^ ^ ^ aTTRTR c^ RTR^ RlR Rlf^ R^ Vllf^ld RR^ c^ RT^ ^ ^TRTR 

WTTR ^ RTWf^lRj ^ ^ ^5WFT %RT RRT aTRRT ^gTRTTR Rt^R, 3TTRRR^^cTT^^ 
tlHIRlfuld rW ^tHr, WTTRT ^ RF f^TerfFT ^ c^ RTRTR aTsJcRRW ^ R^^ aiRRT 
MRcbf^R TjcR ^ mm m 3trrt rt^r RfiR ^ ^ ^ ar^qj ^ c^ R>tRR 

aTRRT RTFT RF ^TRR R^ RT f^R^t aT^R aTTRR RT I^TRT RTTRRT I 

RTRrM f^TRRTR^ (RRTR^Ttf^) ^ aT^ 1 c^ ^ 8 ^ ^RRW t : 

8 .( 1 ) ' % RTW7 ar^cRcRsn rtcR ^ ' ?Ti^ rf a^J 11% r^ ^ RtteF^ 

eTTRR aTRRT R^tFR rHT c^ RTW7 Rl^ldl RTt eTTTJ R^ RR^ RT^ c^ RR ^ RTR^ f I RFFT 

^ ^ ^r FIR R^art R^t RF 4 rRTF 3 ^ PlR^d RTR^ c^ 37^^ R^aft c^ ^ 

R^ R?T^ t I ‘ 

( 2 ) RF RjfRT Rf^RjcRRT ^ 1% R^ ^ RTTR c^ #R Rr! c^ ^RTR 

FTf^TRR§t aTRRT ^ 3Tt c^ t^R^t RR^ c^ ^5TR RTf^TRF^ aTRRT ^ 3Tt c^ fctRft ^TR^ 
^ ^m^ RTt^TRF^ FRT MlddM RTTR RRtRTRT^J FRj % RT^ aT^^sjFRn RT^ ^ 
aTRRT RTRT RRT RR? "% RT^TR aT^cZjR?STT cifdl t" I 
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A. f^ ^ if 3f|^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ cj^ art? ^ w an l ^ ^ si^rfM 

^ ^Mt 3n^/^3;2pTT ^ A pit^r^ ^fMt ^ cirmRcn ^ ^ ^tvht ^ 

^ to ^fcRf^ ^ ;rt^ ^ cj)^ ■?Tc^ I <#t tor wi?# ^ «r# 

# 3ik %to ^ Bc^TcFT ^r cF^ w t I ^ ^ ^ wr A 

^rrtor^ ^ At^ ^sim y^ <fl^cht‘ At^ y^^ry;^ aft? Tpr ^ €t ot? ^ 

viPTR ^ ^f^Rgd ^ ^ arg^TR y>t ctor A atcR yr^ w t i ^A\ ^to ctort ^r ar^ 
^ to aftto ^ay^ ^ y^r tot aft? yjM y5t ;gto y5t ytor tor^r aft? yT?y# ^ 
yr^ yy ?Ty>t, f?Tto ^ f^Rtt yiRy^ ?toy araryr yrto^ ^ w ton ^rr ?r y r tf i i 

22. <^7Mdt yjtto ^ ary^ yry ^ayyy ywcft # i ^ toicn ?t^ toto yicT va^prf ^ aft? 
fij IcTf^to yjyto ^ ^3to yyr arr l ctott ^ yfto y5t yif^ aft? ^yyry y?ytor ^ 

yr^f^jy? ?>? ^ ^ ■yT;j' RcrM«sl ^ ^ycfyi y>?Ty ^ toto urtTf Ryy^ ^ y>t y^ aJt i 
y5t yy> ?Tyy ?yTRrcy yr^ yrcp^t ^ yjf # i y^y^ d yjy ^ yy yyj ^Ry? 

yr^ vjy^ yRryr t i aft?Tn y? **"* yf^ ^ ts^ t. afr ^ any toft ft y^ y5t 
^ ^ y^ to % I yto A to to t cm y^ ton fyyr f^cbRtd to 

ay aicT: ^ ft >tonft y5t ?ajTy*iT yft toyrl^y cn?^ ^ "torcff ySt y^y^ yyyjt yRt?y^ 

tatt?^aftyy?€tyRT^^^ to? y?^y to? ‘ny f ! to ^y^ ^ Rto ^ ?w t 
Ri^d y? yfy ft ^toty y>t \3 hci«^ y? A any yry^ ff ^ gfty ^Hy> gT?T Itot yyr 
aftitor toyutyyj to an | 

23. to y^ ^ wnyy y^ cnnn art? ftoy ^ ?to ft ‘4 ^yto 4?-yTyn? 

aTato?an yto 4 anft to to %to yt artoy t torQ>v «toyRrylf yt 
any yto ^atot, y?g f4toy «jihi? aft? it yJt yRnjfy ^ stm y^ 4 ^wyy> 
4 % yy yy ^ yjf ytocyni ^ ^ ?!t!?y yryfR aratonan 

?ryr^ 4 yto y^cy^ f^^[?ton ^3cy^ to ft ^ * ytot A ynn ton % tri. jtoi attotot 
yn ^'tyrtoy ?T?yn? 4 4tytyf4 y^ei arw? y? ytyr toyi y<Tf % i <t?to Ry>to y§t yny y>?4 y? 
y^ yryr yyr t to ^ ?tyy 4 yryr y5t t ftof A ?Rcm? yft y^tEiift ^ cj> to?Ty ^ 
fynnr ^ syR ^ynny to yRi to i yrry y^t aryf^ yt 4t?iy y? A\ ytyr yyr to to 4 

yy aft t 4) ?sTy5 yt y^nty 4 ncytoty ?n5y ?cn1ftcy yto cmn?f yft attorn? 4 ^ ton 
an, y? 4t ^ y?ty?t y? to to afttolto to4 yjt yryn? toyto yft yytor tot cn?cft i ^?to 
tofsr? ^^y4f to- yMR atatoy^ yiyto 4 ^snny to H^cy»^u| %?tofr A> ?tyy A aryytor 
"tot ton yn ?ty>cn l totton 4 yc^ ton # to snyR y^^ yyf yen 4 ??t # am: 
yy aft t tonft ^ ?sry> 4 yto ytoto to atenyr ynt toto ento yr^ yto an i yrto ^ ^Ryr 
ftototon aft? y^ ^^rrto yn ?tor t, atftor tonr t to ymR at^oyywaft ft to yto 
yrto toy Pi to yy Ptoto?y yy? any totow t I 4?t 8 ( 3 ) (?i) to 3T^?n? yRytor tot ntonr aft? 
totocRy to tnrtofyrat pyny tot yR?ny%to aft? toryiRto tot toto artor yyr t, tot toy y^yr 
arpynt t I ^ ?ryy A yrtomto toy ^?4 t to ^ ytoto, to?rto ^ ftotocn?y tot ytoyr ft 
#■ aft? cTcyntoy ?tyy 'wiPcti ytto tonto tot f^r? aft? totoy MR’H^tRito yt tonto tot ?>ki i dRd 
tot yt t, to ?ny^ y?f tot Rryfr yntot nyrtor ^ ntoy toto t 1 yrtomto anto toy ^ to t to 












wm-^^ ^ ^9Tf^IT WU^ 

W 8TT I 

27, 5nte>T^ ^ cfjq^ ^ ^ ifijjkl v^HcHa^ 

^ ^ sS^ czm^ ;?T^ ^ 3??2T^ l3TTTr.^qRT7RrTf?j7^ 

'% f^'ll Rb^ ^ ‘^4qal ^inVcq ^ >RT8T viTT 

wmt, ffil^cpKl ^ ^ t 1^ ^ ^ fM 

^ ewlciRd ^ "n^ sft 3^^ d'<)cm, gRi ^Hl^ill^d 3TSTcR gRT 

CT^ ^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ f^n^d ^ ^Kd ^ %kT ^ t I 

^ 1^ ^ d'^cni, fyRFIc^ gRT '^4cn?l gf^ ^ 

HR'd^sRi^r ^ RrPRT ewidRo ^ f, cR^ ^ ^ cf^ XRjtr^ ^ ^ 

5nTTf^ cpxidi y41d ^1dl ^ I 3RT: flf1^cp|'<l cpT f^-qK t" vicdidd ^ efRRT 3^^ ^MR 

^ ^ Wdl^id ^ cfR^ f 3^k urm ^ ^4luid ^ 1^ 

^r 5W)!>< ^ ^ ^Tcf?m I ^ ;nf^Rmft ^ ^ 

^^RjfR SRjcggw Cf^ ^ 5rgF 'dif f I 

28. ^ f^RIT yiid! ^ ^ 'tipqVn f4dKlt5)d viJcMId ^ ^ 

Rnfet^df ^ ^ 'di*ii’q ■>j^ ^ Rffcik^f ^ ;ratv5pn4 ^ sfR^ viMd^ ^rp? f I 

?T9TTf^r ^Ttf^ ^ WcRR ^ ^mRT ^ cfJRur cTRRT 3^k cfWf ^ ^#1^. 

Snf^Rrn^ f^TEfR t ^ A >3cqi^ ^ efFm 3ff? ^MR ^ ci^dcbli 3Tg^ 
cTFT^ 3^!^ ^dd'l Cf^ MqRld cfR^ 3RT: iRT. ^ cR^ ^ Tj^ 

^T nRcnetd MIddM f^RPtf ^ 3T^?I I ^ % 7 ^ 3TffTR ^ c^T ^R^TTcT f^ | 

37^4^ I ^ 7 ^ ^ Miqqid t ' %- 3RjcZjq>t«n cfT^ ^ ^ ^ c[T^ 

3TPTRfr ^ ^ ■JJc^T cpT «llvjjR SR^oUcRSn ^ ^ cjft ct?lHd 

3mcIT ^Rchf^d TJc^T 3TSTcn 1Mt ^^^qRcT^3RT^cf^feT7nT ^ ^ 

3TmR 3?smT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ cTm ^nf^TR ^ ^ 

fcrf^ 'd+liq'lRitd, ^ 3j|c|ViJch ^ptTH ^ ^Rd cTR^TcT ^JWR cj?^ ipft 3T2Tm 
^^■RTFr ^ft^ c|^ fllRff 3p^ otrtr 1^ WV^ I T^ ^ W 

3?sJ«<q>e«n ^ ^ ^TTW ^ ^ f^cf)RT ^ ^ 3jk RdK I # T 

\3?qT^ ^ £2JH ^ >{<g^ f^) 3^^ ^^dlcT ^ ^RRT viHel«T fcfP^ f^?cRrfl^ ^ ?2TR 

^ ^ vmw I fcFRft 3RT 3Rjczm^ t?T ^ ^=r^ ^ ^ # ’TRleff ^ ^ ^ 

^ t, eft ^ \3M^<w ^m- ^ q? ift ceth 1^ I ^ ^ ? nR i cH 

Wf>T^ cf^ qMK 3T2jclT'^W ^ ^ yJM^ckl ^ ^ ^ 3r5f^ f^elM ^ 1%dT 
Rbiti 3fR- ^ ^ ^ 5r^ ^ I 












[^I—1] 


HR?T ^ 
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f%^iWi/B?TRg?t ^ t^mracft ^ 37 ^ ,3t^ ;!trt^ ^ 

wn ^ t I WTFJi ^ ^ %f^ i7f%^ ^ f!tf^ if ^ ^ ;3RfM 

c^tlRft, ^ifrrr ^ ^ TTH^ 3fPf ^■ ct;'HJ | c1 cTUT ^ flTtrR f^ W t I ^ MCF?R 
'TfepfcicT ^TWM ’jsjf **♦* 3m.;gT./f?Rrr. t 1 


32. g^tJTcT ^ f^rakor ^ ^ # 3TTf xjM SRt iitt arraicT aiicp^ ^ 

ariwR W t I gjTfami sr Prafcf g5tim ^ wn ^ mm sRt ^ 

5Rti ^rnmmmt ^ mir t i ^ ^ ^ srt mnWr/^j^qi^ ^ 

SR 'R Ms sM cR mMr **** anr.^./Mi. ^ w if Mi sm t 1 

S .5 Mr 

33. ftfer Hilticpixl % ^Fnsrm Jp?! c^ 3 ii<t><?ii irafuni^ mssM m sHi<jofl c^ arsis I 

^ 8 ( 2 ) ^ sigrrR im ^ M s5t Mrf s?ttftig^i 5 frftRtx 5 imc^ 

M #s si ^ Ml Me m M ^ it sfi c^ ^ssw i?r snM^ 

SRI MieK'li) uiRi ^ usl-jnii ■’k-smiR aiiarawi msffei fiisT w ami smi ms ^ ?fi 

sg rm? % siRR araf mfST s^ t I Mf #s sit i ^ si f ^ alW asMi ^ 
^ Rmst SRI Hics-difl RTS i % STRR 3I8jcS<RST SIcS is STSI SST t I fS 

msei i si Ris is STRR arsfeicRsi si^ is ri sm i si Rsft 11 

34 . siMi i sissRi jjes ^ Mrt ci sstRsii snft siis fi stdchf (fiM sfti asissi 

SRI RSRRI SRR ■>m it) ^ SIRR aMsSSI mS?R (xm i it) SRSISSi 3)k Mssi 

imi si I si RWR i SIRR aisferasss ci m? Rsti ami arjis jRfp M 
f Ms d-eli mr # it ssnsci i srssM Mssoi ri ai^ I ci ie 8 ( 4 ) ri arsRR 

31^ 5Rgs s^ M i I 

35. SRS fM ^ ^?tsrt ci RssR xjg anM iiss i Mi rftM 'M ri 
^Tsis mss ^ mss i fistW ^ mms ingm fiss i 1 m#i smrar t fii ■iiM xif^e ci 

mss si TRissT 21/1/96 ^ Risiq fis i ^ mss muPfts ^ Ms aiMi ^ 
Ms ^ ai^mR mM Ram "fi Mts Rite afip itM ^ mnimms ^ mitsm i 
mMfisj Mm ^ ms i sfisM Mn ssi sn i s? mm miss ms % ms^ s^igait sm 
Rxsism aisMt SRm 11 

36. sisil i sRRix; I aik sRRir 2 i skj ftMsf afk Mm fMsf ci sk i ^ ^gsmi 

XR^ mf si si qRflt^ 5 3 jk xjRflr^ 6 i ^gmmi sr^ si si I stf mm 
skfii^ 4 aik sRfli^ 7 sm mro t, aixjDf ^gmsi it s| t i rnkj Msf, Mm fSiMf 


Ell 




38. 


cm 
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39. ^ ^5nm t % m[^c||( 51 ^tp^t ^ Pi^JiiqcTf ^ 1 ^ ^ 8(3) 

# ^ v:ifc^Rad ^ ^JtFTT/^5?T ^ ^ f^'8^ PlR^C Hll^chi'll Pl*-lfclR^d df^q'Sl 

XK fclx[K C|7'<^ ^ ■?T§PT ^ '41 cr? <W(1: 

(^) ^ ^ # <^Hd1, dl'fldt, cfT^ wnft, j/lalp|cn1, OT cTFRT Md vJdTR^ 

3lk Rr4^f arnjfS ^ ^ vi^f^rd cn^ err^ 'fi^dd^ ^ 

3^2^ 3jk ^ ^ f 3lk ^ 

srg^ RRfeift ^ cj?!^ ^ ^ t; 

(^) ^ ^ \:JcM!cid efFT^ 3lk f^rR ^4qd1 % ^RTR STsJc^cfW JRITeft 

^ ^ ^ 3R57 ir^ ^ IcTRtri win ^ c^ 

uTf^ c^ # f4^lci4t ^ 3?#^ t; 

(p) ^ ■< 7 ^ fenfcfjrrtF! 3 ^ Wftf cf5pfft c^ 3[#T #' ^ t^nRrcp? Rf?dddi 3ft^ 

f^RdT ^ t; 3jk 

(^) RPl*1il hRcI^’I 6JMK ^ ^ ^ I 

40. d?t ^R^ R ^ ^MR 3l4sid^ ^ ^ dldT 1^ ^ ^ 

MldH'^sfl’ RilHMcfl ^ 1 ^ ^ 8(4) ^ 3fd^ ^ ^ 3f5^ d# ^TT I ^ 

5fTWd ^ SdPT # ^ c^ ^ elNK 3T^fcZTdW ^ dTdT dR "dWf # dTdT 

cfR^ dlRT ^ 5nf^fcf7r5t >H^R: ^ 3rJdR R^f^R^d to! ^ ^ dRdl ^; 

(i) wRRT ^ ^ ^ 3fr ^TdRT ^ ^ HIC-I'^M Wd C^ ^T#3RT^ cfRlR 3 rJcZ[cRSTT 

c^ ^ # pR- X3[pt ^ Rrqt^ fcf5^ 

(ii) ^ c^ oJTcT^ dT Rrdf^ ^ddd dIHqvsl, RpT^ 3[^4d 1 ^ ^ 8(3) 4 Rf^ 
dN^ ^llRel ^ ^fRdR ’JOTdR ^ 3Tl^lRd eVll; 

(iii) ^fJedidH 'dl4vjiRch ^ I 

41. d? ^ fcf^dT RTdT t ^ WPR ^ ^ ^TRR 3?^lcZTcR^ ^ ^ HRTdT 

cpR ^ 1^ ^ Rr # R 5 Hic-i'4?ft Rwd^ c^ 3154 ^ 1 

^ ^ 8(4) # 3T^feT t I Rrafef? ^ Rdtd? 3.2.2005 c^ ^ ^ ^ ^^RTT ^ STT 
3r3%d # cf^M # ^ R^Rcp M^^HicT^ 3#cpm MRRit€ 3Pf4 # l 


2539 GI/2005—3 
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42. ■przfe ^ ^ cFf?|TJ tit^ 311^ 3TR>^ ^ STTro" W 

W t I #3iM3TTt 3TPTm 3TFP# cf; 31^^ ^ ^ 3T^ ^ 943 T^t. 

\'Rl'S ^ f^^lrfcT fi^l ^ 1 cF5T>RIRT ^ Pfilid cfilHd ^ ^ fell?, vJ^ft^T gRT 

TR fttjR ifm W t I ^ ^ P l ^j^dchV^<^Kcb^“ *** 
'i\Q\\/{^u\0 W ^TOJRT gR g>t^TcT ^ t^EJ^T %zrT, WT # I 

^.6 cb>Rjl| J|URf<rf| 

43. cF^rf^ ^TRRl^ f^ill t 3Tcrf& ^ <?lxN 4>)Rill ^ QiTR^ ^Bf%cf ^?fr 

^ Rrf^ xtR?^ ^ ^ c^ 108 ^. ^ ^ ^ t cmr sirf^^R^ chlR^i i j RmtcT 3 tfp# ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 20 ^ t I ^ ^ ^r ^ 

cffrf^ ^dl'clm ^ uPT^, 2003 ^ 13 3r^<R 2004 ^ 3 Tct% ^ ^jtR^TT ^|UR|vH| ^ ^ M ^ 

^ ^TRi^ Pl<4W ^ snf^'iRcF) sro# grjr^ f | RmI^ 

cpwpft, cfflRzn ^ ^jxj 3Tgf& ^ 20 ’ft. ^ Rlf^eh' ^jRr^‘ ^ q ^u y ^ Rpqftr fcfjirT 

^ I fto Rf'dM ^'sR^^d g@RT qftRqr ft 11/11 /2Du4 ^ arqft ^-ftef ft ^ ftt ft 1% 
^^ftift vifRr 3Tqfft ^ ^RPT Cpqcl 20 ftt. ^ Ri[^<^' Tjf^ ^ fftqfe f^fPJt ft, <ift T^cp 3JRRT 31^ ’T^T ft 
?Rn fft^ftcfcF) ><^'1icicft ft xJfR gRR ^ 1%qT ft i ft 1ftTO> 24/6/2006 ^ 31^ ^ ft 

yT: fftftgq fftiin ft fft? cfftRqrft 3fT^ ^ 3T5^8R yltw 3J4fft flF#T 

gRT ’77^ 20 Rlf^cr? ^ fftjrfcT ^n ’RIT ST[ ^IRSt^T 5ITte>{% ft ’ R RIugr qft 

ft 3TR’T ^Rft 3r^ft€T (ft>qt ft I 

44. ^ ^ ^Jlftrr ft fftftgq fftmr ft #oM3ITft gRT 3imm 3?m5^ ft ^ 

ft^ ^ ^7^^ gRT 1ft>^ ’R ^fftgftr cmr gftRqift ^ETWR gRl f ftqtd 37TWf ^ 

^rrfftqqft gRT %qT ^srr^ I anft ^>1:1 ft 1% ftftt 3TT?Tqq3ft ^ fftcTcn 

ft % ^ cR^, gftfftnft ’p ^ fttft ^ giqr vsn^ ft. ft ftk <ft ’p gft ftt ftr wftt 

ft I ft^T qft JJcHdl gft yfm ft ^?RRT W\ WcTT ft.V3^Vl ft ft fft) qftRqjft 
^ fftftgq ^ ^ feRH viTT^ ^ETT%q cr«TT cRTT ^ ’j;^ ^ 3787^ qgf ft fft ^ftiftd 

ft^ cR^aft ^ HiddXitft uTm gft virrftt I fftcR^ WFJlft ft fftqr ft fft> 3TTW^ 

ft cftfftqr ft 37qft fftqfftr ^ ftfter ft ftt’rr^^ Kifft^Tift ^ ’Jcrtt ww-Tr? ^r^^ fft^n ft 
^ 3iNid aTTcFjft tft^cRTftRr ^ ft I "argr ^ qftRzrr ft arr^Tcf ^rT^ w\ ftftsr ft, ^tfftrr ft 
ftfts qft gT^RTfft^ aTT^TcT TTr^ ^ fft'Eft^ Hftf tW ^ WT I ftt’TT ?J(?ch ft 5TT^ ^ 

371^ qr 5nftmqft qr^^rf^ arT^Tcf arra?^ ^ fftgf^i gRft qft ft qftf ft ^ ft fftzftcT 3 rt ftftr 

^ ciimiRfti, gRT fftR qi? ft I 

45. viH4«w ^ qrfftqqft ft qftRqrft fftqfftl qft ft q^ qr^T ft qftrtftj ft wq aiqfft ^ 

ftRrq Rff^crj ^ ^ anqrftt ^3% ft qjq ^ ft l arg: ^ ft qftRqr qw^q qft ftq^ ftftr 
ft 3TOT w qqr ft qen ^rfft qrrq ^ jRftqrqrft >3qqft aqqrq qrqr qft qrfftq aimidl ft 3 tot fftjqr qqr ft 
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1 ^ ^ 

^ ^r ^?T ■^. ^ ^ I 


^.7 mcH 'hII^’I 


THE GAZKrrE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


46. ^ PiErtfet ’i?!! ^ ^ snsTR 'R Mil^chi^l % >nf^m ^ 

PlHI^'HKf^' 


t :- 


>H5^ ^l/Pf^ 

^/vcJcMlci45 


451iRT 

HlrfiT Hll^ (% ) 

^0 

r eiiificiiRicpd f^o, 41 h 

■k * ir -k 

♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ 

7.21% 

— 

"4!^ vPT.'n^. 4 

} 3T^ P|ijldch/Nd^l<^ 

■k "k it "k 


39.62% 



* * * * 

* ** * 

42.24% 




§rtct f^-lktlT uSt ^ q)K»ucHcfe c^ ulitl 


^.1 


47. fIcTOi 


(i) 

(ii) 

(iii) 

(iv) 

(V) 

(vi) 

(vii) 


cT^ 20(t)3 ^ 2004 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

c^FT^ ^ cfTT^ ^ Plel^l t I 

cb-c4t ^IHiSt ^ 3ft^ \i<l^ v3H<ll^ Hl*^ ^ ^^TfcP? 

^ cTFm cf>T^ 3rf^ t, ^FT: vJd^KH wm ^ nRcpf^a WTl^ ^ ^ 

I 

^ ^ ^ FHT t ^ 2001*2002 2003*2004 ^ ^3#^ # ttRcI^ STFJ f 


vdtjVl 
TfRT ^ 

3ft^ 
3Frtt 

^kFT 


W 


t I 


TKSIein^i 


XT5!^ ^ ^r PlHI:l'^K t; 


^ dRunH>M^M STRRfr ^ viWIcH STM t c^ >3c^TT^ 

iodcl^T^ vJ^KH ^ t I 


^■sfPT 


. % FHT t ^ ^ 1 ^ ^ ^ 2000-2001 ^ 

fcRTT "W STT, 3T^ ^ 4RFT '3FTT^ ^ ^FRTT ^ 3TFTT t I 

^ Ifgaft ^ ^ SRT ^ ^ 3frf if w ^ ^ ^f5TW, 

3 TFn?fi ^ Ftn ^ ^ 3 iRici) 4 ^ "w sn i 
oTm 3^ ^ ■^Rft ^ ^ ^ ft ^ i 

^ 20)3-2004 ^ ^RH ^ 26% ^ 3{Tf t ^5Rfe ^JFTPT 3T^ ^ ^RFT #RTg^ 

42.85% ^ "W t I wfrcmr %5 v3^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


t? I . 

(viii) ^ ^ ^Rpt ^ v3cMici4?di ^ tfsn ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ * 
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^f>T^ ^ «Tf% 5Ri^ ^ ^ t I ^ ^ 

3(Fn^ ^ ^ ^ 3TRIT^ ^ «Tf% ^ 41^ ^ cf>TWtW ^ t I 

^'2 ^aeiVi ^ f^tiK 

48. OTtn ^ ^fT^ ^r PlHIj'HK t; 

(i) ^1^ cf?r ^ ^rfer cfWf ^ 3Tfef> PwMci ff t f^RT^ ^ t 

^ «Tf% ^ ^PRUT ^ 11 simicf ^Wr ctwr ^ wm. 

^3^ ^ c^{H^ ^ ^rfer sTRiT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^TKT w sn I 

(ii) fm ^ 30% ?T^ ^ ^ ft# ^ 2.04% # ^ t 31cT: ^ ^ ^ 

?WT 1% vdtjVl # WMR ft't^l ■Jftft ^ cFJRUT ^ g31T ^ I 

(iii) ^?dW ^ ^ ift# cRF ^ ftRTT t cmi ^ 2001-2002 ft ft^ 7566 ft. 'S^ ft^ 

ftftt # ftt t viTftft ^ 3Tft?r ft ft?FT ^RTftt ftftt 10203 ft. ^ ^ ft^ ^ ft I 

3TmR^ ftt ^ t I 

(iv) 3TTETR ^ 2001-2002 ft oTFIcT ftt ^ t ^^ftfft WPJ ^^m 

tft^ <517 ^ m ^ crRRf ft cnftiffti^ ^cqr^ ^ 2003-04 ft ft ^ fft^ 

w t I 

(v) ftft 5^ ft MftvjUlft 3TmR ^ ft 3TTcF)ft ftf fftjJT viffm t ft «RTm wfm ^ ft^ 

3% ^ ft t v3rftft ftry 4 30 % ^ t I ^ ft fft^ t fft 3fft& ft 

ft^ «T^ vSMft^l ftr ^^CFT ^ Cfy^ ^ WcfT ?mT ^ iftT ft 3Q%) ^ ^ ^ ft ^F>R^ 

ftt cFjft ft # 3RTTTftn ft 3!^ ?T^ t I 

(vi) ^jftrft fftft^ fft^ t fft ^nfer sTRiift ft ftft^ ftt fftftt ftftft ftr Tmifftr ^ 

cfTcTT ftt^ 3RT cF>Rcf) ^^ift ^ t 3Tft^ ft 4'<l’1 fftftt ftft^ ft 18% ft^ RkicIC 3TT^ ^ ufftft 

^ 3Tft^ ft ft^ XTlfer STRTfft ft 17% ftt ^Klcie 3TT^ t 1 

(vii) ftr^ ft fftft^ fft^ t fft dft 3Tcl1ft ft ^3#ft ^ ^^RTT t 3Rt ^ t fft 

\5ftnT IfRr cFTlf ^jftt ^ >3% ftt^ 3M 3TM ^ ^ ^ I 3Tftft ftt ^cHT ft 
ft Y[Tft ft ^gETR |3n t ^ WT ^ ^ I ^ 2001-2002 ^ ^ 2002- 

2003 ftt 3Tftft ft cr7*Hft| ^ ^ ^ ft 4l'<l’l eTFlft ftt ^ 

fft^n w sn ?mT ^ aRM Enft cf^r PltiWui ^ ^ yftvjuiyJ ^ cimcT ^ ^tht w tl 

(viii) WTT^ ft 3T^7TR fftfft^ erlft 3Tftft 3Rfe aiftft # Tjftrft ^ ft 

feft? 7rf5lcr ^ fft#w cjRft f cRirfft, Tnfftc^ ftr ft^ ^rftft cf>T ^ ftr^rft 

1#^ fft?cRTftt^ TT^xrrftt^ 3Tftj% \jMci^ ^Rft ft ftc# ft ftt4 fftftT h1^<^ 

^ t I 














[SFTI— 


*!rRT 


TTTf^ ^ 

51. ^ ^ ^ ^ rntr^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

■^vft?ft3iT4w^ ^ STRlTcf 3ff^ XR I^tTR I ^ ^ t[Z|T t 

M 3{rarat ^r ^5T xsq 3fk ^ smiTcfr, ^ cmr ■ei^ vJcmkh ^ ytoid ^ 
^ ^ 11 



4 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

(4t. ^) 

1101 

947 

2138 

(4t. ^) 

000 

433 

943 

^ .(4t. ■e^) 

1101 

1380 

3081 


4412 

2019 

3755 

^e1 STRTRf 

5513 

3399 

6835 


52. erri^cfji 1M ^ ^TRiRfr cjtt ^ ^ 2001-02 4 

1101 "e^ ^ ^ ^ xjfm araiir ^ ^fhiH ssoi ^ ^Tirr t i ^ 3 t^ ^ -^fNiH 

ffir ^ 2001-02 ^ 3T^ ^ ^rntncfr ^ ctwt t i aiRtRcw, 

^ 2002-03 ^ ^ vjfm ^ ^ ffe, miR cr^ 2001-02 ^ 4 

^ 2002-03 ^r ft ^ ^ ^ 11 



■ 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

ri 

19.97% 

27.86% 

31.27% 


0.00% 

12.74% 

13.80% 


19.97% 

40.60% 

45.07% 

3R?I ^ 

80.03% 

59.40% 

54.93% 

3TraTcT 

100 

100 

100 


53 . ^ ^ trit 1^ 3irai^ ^r t?ft ^ snrar^ ^ ^ 2001- 

02 ^ 19.97% ^ ^ ^ Xjfm 31^ ^ ^tNR 45.07% tf ^ t I t^sY^RmT ^ 

fcR^ 31k Xjfm 3Rf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Vjpf. XTDT. xttSRM ^ 

^ ci^ cfTRUT xjfN 3Rf& ^ ^Rpt 3RT t?tr ^ 3?mTcff ^ fxkr^ snt 11 sTFUcfr ^totr 
^ W ^r 3RT ^ 3IPTrat ^ %Rn ^ 2001-02 ^ 4 Rr 80.03% ^ ^ ^ 
^ 3Tcrf^ ^ i^Rh 54.93%. tf ^ t ! 




2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

4ft (4t. ■e^) 

13079 

14079 

17039 

ri 

8.42% 

6.73% 

12.55% 


0.00% 

3.08% 

5.53% 
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^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I cTSnft, 3?^ ^ 3TW WOT 

^ m fen t sflT >n^ w vSWRPt nff I wn ^ A. ^ntarifer 
fe. ^ wni^ WTT^ ^ I nF ^ OTT t fe ^3^ 

^ OTOT ^ ^ ^^OT WV^ n%cH |3TT t I WOT feRW SFpft 

sT^fei'iil A ^ cfe fen t fe arm 2001-02 t OTnOT ottct gOTrr 

^jfer n# t ^Ftffe ciF ^ cTOT fenr nnr ot^tot sn ^ OTTcfr 

fezrr OTT 2TT >5T?fe cllfi5rfej-cf5 ^3Nfet 2003-04 FOT |3n sn I Mlfem^ A 

Tjefm ^ cRF^ n^t sftr OTnn ■nF ftnR t fe n^«nn ottfot 1 8 nfefr w wr5t 
^ 1 arf^few IFF ^ OTT t fe W w n#f # cr^h mot 
^ FiOT A mA aif&M? ^ fem t OT: i8 n^tOT 

^3feT 3??flrr n# feft t I OT: cf 5 tOT fe^MT ^ nfeOTT?} a# fecTMI OTf§r C^ ferq 
cf^ ^jffer w OTT OTtfe cF>tn^ ^tott 3 j^ OTn Mffnr 
OTFcft t I ^ fe 5 t cr 4 2001-02 ^ 100 ^ OTT otf wn afe^ ^ 

^tOT 81.64 ^ nt OTFTOT OTTcT ^ ^ OTf^ ^ ^lOT 3^7 3#cF> feTO 3nt 

fen''^ ■3fm 3 fe^ c^ t[^ ^F?iFn n5t n5t f^rf^ ^ -loo ^ -5.83 w ^gOT fsn 

tl 





2002-03 

2003-04 

OTFT^ oFTM 

^:/f%.nr. 

HB&Bli 

**** 




■maai 

53.38 

32.18 

f|-^F 

^./f^.nr. 

«*«* 

**** 

**** 



100.00 

92.77 

81.64 

OTT/Ff^ 

^./i^.TIT. 


**** 

*«** 



|||D|Qj]^^ TjllllH 

42.39 

-9.83 


cfem cjT^ 


58 . wn 3 fe& ^ ^lOT nrfer smncit ^ ^nfer 3ftOT nfn ^ 3 Iiy 

^3^ ’ET^ cfem n5t ^ott n^ sft i 3Tnf& ^ ‘^Iot ^ ^ 

^ ^ nrfer 3nnTcfr m nfn ^f^ ^3FfFn fei^ 5nf^ ^ ott ^ 

^F^ ^3^ fl^ 3F?^Ffep) ci5^cft I wn 3Tnf& ^ ^Iot n?lOT 

chc^lcH M nrfen 19% ^ 32% ^ 41sn I 

cJR M 

59. OTT n>tOT M fef5t afl% ^ 3TFcf>OT M w nFc^Fgot ^nc^M? t 3m: nFttFnn^ A 
W arfeniMi n^tOT m nfenOT fen 3flY ott n?mcF m feift #^7 m ferf^ 

^ fe? gOTT nfn g?n ^ t i 3mf^ ^ ^Iot femEltn ottff ^ 
fe OTTFOT OTm M ' 3 ffeT ^ ^ fenR ^F5^ 'Ei^ OTnw ^ fej ■^- affenw n^tncF 


2539 01 ^ 2005—4 































62. ^ ^ ^ ^ 1 %^ 2001-02 ^ 8.427^ ^ 


6|^ ^ ^rT 3T^ ^ 18.0876 ^T "W t ! ^ ^ "Efej cPT cHW 1%^ ^ 

2001-02 '^ 57.8576 ^ cf^ ^ ^ 3T^ ^ 59.8976 ^ “W t I ^ ^ 3RJ ^ 

^ SmiTcfr ^ 6[MR %Ff[T c]^ 2001-02 ^ #?PT 33.7376 ^ ’ER: ^ 3Tcrf^ ^ #?FT 
22.0376 'Wr t I 
















['m 11 




27 


63. ^ 2001-02 ^ 100 ^ ^ePJT ^ 3T^ ^ ql'dM 130.27 ifruTR ^ 

ft Tffrj ^EjVi ^ elMR ^ ^ 2001-02 ^ 57.85% ^ yfiNf 3T^f^ c^ 

59.897r ^ ^qR |3TT t ! 3Rf^ ^ Tfm ^ ^ ^ 

3TT7rRfr c^ f|^ ^ 9% ^ cftsf ^ ^ # T3Tifflp> ^ ^ 3R5T M ^ 

3n^!jrat C^ cfTvjTR fM ^ 11% ^ Ptw \ 1%7JT W t % ^ ft TTFT ^r 

^^JTtt 3tH ^ ^ 3TTW ^ c^ ^ ^ I I 



vyeg i^, ^ron cran OTc Tt 


64. C^ 4^ 2001-02 ^ 100 ^ ^ 3Tgf& 

323 ^ t I ^ srir^=rT ^^r^fpr crt 2001-02 ^ ^ ^ ^ yfrcf 

3T^ ^ 52% # w t I tt? ^ fciRfT w 11% ^Tgilrn % ‘ft «rrvjn7 

^ ^?fR 3?^"^ ^ 3mT ^I4H 3ft^ t ! 



65. GfT^ ^ ^ JPTTf^ cfj^ cfT^ ^ifeT aTRITcft ^ ^cR ^ 

cfR^ c^ -q^ 4ivjiK # cTFM >fRxprT sflY l^fcfWlf ^ mRcI^^ qft WN ^ "^t 
I Rif^cf) gjT ^q6i4 5TRRan^ ^ t sft"? otRt ^ 

vdcMiqcf, I ^ laRnrot ^ gWr tR cfftt wcr ^ w 1 
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67. ^ WW^ ^ c|74xrTl^ifi ^ 4 dcT 3Tcjf& ^ ^ 

f3n # I vJ^fPT ^ SrfcT cf>4-c||’5] quT^ ^cH vSTm 3fr? itjfeff q4 ^ 

3Tqf^‘ ^ ^ "^rRH ^ # I cTsnft, w ^ t % ^ v3^ 

,. vdcHKcb'm 4 ^qR |3n t I IT? feqj ufT^T t afl^ OTrff vjqqtn 4 ffe ^ 

q5RUT v3refnT 4 qqfqrfM ^ W{F\ ^ ^ fiTiq- 4t 3Tq4t ^Tcfcf>?n 4 ^^qR t I 
^ ^ q>RR q^ ft ^ ^ 4 Rm M ' RuiTq iR 

q# q|q ^ I 



2001-2002 

2002-2003 

2003-2004 

(errxSsf) 

***★ 



■c?>4qiRii1 ^ (q^) 

182 

182 

182 

rHI cjiqqi^ (vsqqi) 

*★** 

**** 

★*** 

mI^ q>q^i'5) 

100 

163.70 

162.75 


'ScqrqqKTT 


68. irf^ Cb4qi^ vS'^Rchdl 4 ^ ft t ^ cTlfcTcFq ^ tT^TT I ^ 

2001-2002 ^ 100 ^ q^qR Rtq 3Tqf^ C^ 258.53 tf ^t t I 3?^: TJ ^lWd l 4 


q^ q^ v3^ q^ ^ qq qjRW qtf t 1 



2001-02 


2003-04 

cb4-c||Riil qft q^STT 

**** 

ilnlrilnlr 

**** 


100.0 

100.0 

100.0 


**★* 

**** 

ikilnlrilr 


100.00 

148.83 

258.53 


**** 

ilnlrilnlr 

ilnlnlrilr 


100.00 

148.83 

258.53 


qRT 


69. qt^ fcJRTT RRH t W 4 Riq 3Tqf& ^ ^^?Tq q^ 3TFft t I Rtq 3Tqf& 

^ i-<i\cH\ 4 3nqR q4 q5t fR^T 4 q^ 3Tf^ t I cpf 2000-01 ^ ^Riq qTcRjf^ qq 

1 %q 5 t qrqT 4 18.13 ^rfcmq IIrtt qqqr qr Rq 1 % Rm srqf^ ^ ^fqq fM\ qrar 4 ^qqq 

fiRTT 2.58 yf4qq qr I q^ qfe Rrar t q^ vsi^rr q4 ^ qpq^ ^ q^Rur 
q^ftt I__ 



2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

3Tf^^ 

*★** 

**** 

**** 


100.00 

144.17 

77.45 

Rq51 

«««<* 

*«** 

**** 

f|q>t c^ 5rfqj?Tq ^ 

# 3Tfqq 

38% 


6.24% 




















































72. ^ ^ t ^3^ 1^ ^ ^ qnf^ 3TRTcfr ^ ^F>Rdt Tf^ -^t 

f I ^ ^ cF?r TJ^ sJt SfNr Prrf^fcF5T^ TT^ TJ^ ^ cf5T^ 

^ 5fc?T^ 5RT0T ^ qr ^ I ^ ^ cf^R^ ^ aTl% ^ 

^£T ^r t%^ft ^ qRorm Rff ^ i 

^ f^%gT -^er^ <Si gwcff 

73. ^ ^ t 1% ^ arf^ 3Tc[Rr ^ ^Rpf ^ ^ 7^ t 3fk 

wr^ ^ 3TRT ^ WRRW t ^ 3RrRr ^ cfRH ^SJR ^ ^ t I 

vj^fTT, vidlR ^ Rr^ cFR^ ^ r1 I ^ i-\^ cRtrf^ vidlR ^xf) s^ 3rcri% 

^ ^Rpf ^ ^ 7^ t r 


74. vi^Vl 1%R t cTTRrf^ SrfeT R^T 3TTRTcfr ^ cf^RR ^ f ofR 

^ Rifer 3TFncfr sfR ^3^ ^ ^ ^ Trf a# ^ ^ cmwcR^ ^ 1^ 
3Tq^ ^ ^ ^fTR^ ^ ^ ^ f I ^3 tR cIT^ Riildchl ^ ^ ‘fen t, 

Vj#^ 3TRncfr ^ cfTRR a^frT ^ ^£T ^ ^ ^ST ^ cR^ fcTcfT^ ^ 

t I t^d4«S R5R[5Rf ^ cT^ ^ ^ cF?r slit ofR RRH ^ STT v3^ ^ 

Rf^41. RTRJR^ Tt ^J£JR ^T^ffT?r 1^ t sfR ^ ^ ^T ^STt ^ 
RoRj^ 4 'ft Rrtcr sTPJt t I cR^aft ^ 5rf^ ^ arjRR ^3^ cpfr en^w^ 
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4 vi^cT fJTT 13ik wni ^ ^ ^ 31R ^ ’»ft ^g^rr? fsn t i ^ ^ 

^ 3T^ C^ Vi^cT I^TT t I ^Rlf^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ 3lt^ WU ^rpTT STT cT^nf^r C^ ^TTI^ ^ ^ETR Vic^fJld fSH t I 

cll'wf^cfj §rf% dcr7|'<|c*lcf7 1 ^£|Ku| c^ ^ chi'll ^ cItRRR^^c}? ^ 

^ tcTRrR ^ cFR?TT 3TTCRTO ^ tt^jt I 

T?. 

75. ^Jci^^ ti^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t f^: 

^ ^3Tt ^ ^HR^ ^ Rrfrf?T 'iHIHM ^ ^ ^ ^ %: 

■eR^ ^3:^ ^ ciK^f^ch d^ ^ ^ t; 

^T^jHR 5fTto>r^ ^ ^ ^ siRrrd ^r qienM ^ 

Ri^iRj^i cfR^ f I 

t^FRrt HK^ yn^^Ri 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI- DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTMCAnON 

New Delhi, the 25th August, 2005 

FINAL FINDINGS 

Subject:—Anti-dumping investigation concerning imports of Citric Acid originating in or exported from China PR, 
Korea RP and Ukraine. 

Na 14/12/2004/DGAD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as 
amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and 
Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of 
Injury) Rules, 1995, (hereinafter referred to as AD Rules) thereof; 

A. PROCEDURE: 

1. The procedure described below has been followed:- 

(i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as Authority), under the 
above Rules, received a written application from M/s. Solaris Biochemicals Ltd, 
on behalf of the domestic industry, alleging dumping of Citric Acid originating in 
or exported from China PR, Korea RP and Ukraine (hereinafter referred to as 
subject countries); 

(li) The Authority notified the Embassies of subject countries in India about 
the receipt of fully documented application made by the applicant before 
proceeding to initiate the investigation in accordance with sub-rule (5) of Rule 5; 

(lii) The Authority issued a Public Notice dated 27^^August, 2004 published in 
the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Initiating anti dumping proceedings 
concerning imports of Citric Acid of Schedule I of the Customs Tariff Act; 
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industry to the extent considered necessary. The Authority also conducted on- 
the-spot verification of the co-operative Chinese exporters; 

(xii) The cost of the production of the domestic industry was also analysed to 
work out the optimum cost of the production and the cost to make and sell the 
subject goods in India on the basis of Generally Accepted Accounting Principles 
based on the information furnished by the applicant so as to ascertain if anti 
dumping duty lower than dumping margin would be sufficient to remove injury to 
the domestic Industry; 

(xiii) Copies of initiation notice were also sent to FICCI, Cll, ASSOCHAM etc., 
for wider circulation; 

(xiv) A request were made to the Central Board of Excise and Customs (CBEC) 
and Director General of Commercial Intelligence and Statistics (DGCl&S), 
Kolkata to arrange details of imports of subject goods made- in India during the 
past three years, including the period of investigation; 

# 

(xv) In accordance with Rule 16 supra, the ifesential facts/basis considered for 
these findings were disclosed to known interested parties on 22/07/2005 and 
extension for filing the comments on the disclosure statement was granted upto 
14/08/2005 on examination of request of the interested party. Comments received 
by the interested parties have been duly considered relevant in these findings. 

(xvi) **** in this notification represents information furnished by the interested 
parties on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the Rules. 
The information concerning prices and costing filed by the interested parties were 
claimed confidential by resjpctive interested parties and these were treated as 
confidential by the Authority; 

(xvii) The investigation of dumping and injury covered the period from 1®* April 
2003 to 31®* March 2004 ((hereinafter also referred to as period of investigation 
or POI). The examination of trends in the context of injury analysis covered the 
period from April 2001 “ March 2002, April 2002 — March 2003 and April 2003 - 
March 2004; 

B. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION ; 

2. The product under consideration is “Citric Acid”.. It is mainly used as 
preservative in food and beverage, soft drinks, cx)nfectionery, drugs etc. It is also 
used in textile dyeing and printing industry and for some other industrial uses 
such as boiler cleaning etc. It is freely importable under OGL. It is classified 
under Chapter 29 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 under sub-headings No 
2918.14.The Custom classification is indicative only and not binding on the scope 
of investigation. 
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IKE ARTICLES 


3. The applicant has claimed that goods produced by them are like articles to 
the goods originating in or exported from subject countries. There is no 
significant difference in the subject goods produced by the applicant and those 
exported from subject countries. Rule 2(d) of the AD Rules specifies that like 
articles nean an article, which is identical and alike in all respects to the product 
under ir vestigation or in the absence of such an article, another article having 
characteristics closely resembling those of the articles under examination. In 
order to establish that subject goods produced by the domestic inaustr/ is a like 
article to that exported product from subject countries, characteristics such as 
technicci specifications, maRutactunng process, functions and uses and tariff 
classification have been considered by the Authority and :t lias been found fiom 
the responses of the interested parties that the subject imported goods and 
domesti:ally produced goods have been used simultaneously by the same users 
None of the interested parties has raised any arguments concerning the issue of 
like article. In view of the above, it is noted that subject goods produced by the 
dornesti:; industry and those being irTiported from the subject countries are like 
articles within the meaning of tffe Rules 2(d). 

? OtVl ESTiC INDUSTRY : 

4. Interested parties have aigued that the compositioii of the domestic 
industry of citric acid has changed because the producers of citric acid have 
changed in the past few years They have stated t^at the applicant company has 
taken over the liabilities of the earlier dosed unit M/s Bharat Starch Industries 
Ltd anc because of this reason of high cost of production the domestic industry 
is facinc injury. The arguments of the interested parties were exarviined and the 
Authontv found that the other producer of subject goods M/s Citurgta 
Biocheniicals Ltd, tias no production during the POI. The npphcant company M/s 
Solaris Biochernicals Ltd has started its production in December. 2001 and its 
commercial production started only from Apr!!, 2003. As regards the high cost of 
product’"ii it is noted that non-injurious price is determined after taking into 
cons:de Tition ail the relevant factors including cost of raw material used in the 
proGUC!i:.)n of the subject goods the consumption thereot, the cost of utilities, 
interest cost, cost of labour, depreciation cost and selling and distribution 
expense s and cost of investme-mts It is also noted that the non-jnjurious price 
has been determined at norrnated level of capacity utiii.^ation to e-'liminate the 
inefficiency of any nature. The Authority notes that the applicant is the-sole 
producer of the subject goods during the POI, therefore has the standing to file 
the appi cation in terms of Rules 5(3) of AD Rule 2(b). 

D.1 SUBWIISSiON OF NON CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 


l1ie domestic industry has submitted that the exporters have resorted to 
si\le use of confidentiality. The information provided by the exporter on non- 
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k onnaential Dasis do not permit any understanaing of the suostance of 
-nlomiaticn provided on confidential basis. They have further stated that the 
f xp(.Iters hove filed entire submissions with complete disregard to the 
’equirement of non-confidentia! version. The exporters have also argued that the 
dr)n'!estic industry did not provide adequate summary of non-confidentia! version 
enabling the exporters to effectively and meaningfully defend their interest 
t hereby violating Article 6.5 1 of the WTO Anti-dumping Agreement. Both the 
domestic mdustry and exporters have argued that the non confidential version of 
tdeir respective responses was inadequate and number of information / data 
v.'cre kept confidential. The arguments of the interested parties were examined 
and it is noted that the noivconfidentiai responses provided by the interested 
parties were kept in the public file and were made available to all the interested 
parties On examination of the claim of the interested parties regarding the 
uiformation concerning prices and costing of the interested parties, the Authority 
: onsidered these information as confidential because of its business sensivity. 

M ETHOD OL OGY FOR CALCULATION OF DUMPING MAR GIN AND 
E X~ AM"l NATiON OF MAR KET E CONOM Y 

c. The Auttionty sent questionnaires to all the known exporters for the purpose 
:.f dkCtermination of normal value in accordance with Section 9A(1)(c) of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and the responses were received from the following 
exporters; 

s) M/s Gansu Xeujing Biochemical Ltd., China PR,(producer) (hereinafter 
referred to as Gansu) " 

ii) M/s Anhui Garments Sheos and Caps Industrial Group Company, China 
FR,(exporter) (hereinafter referred to as Anhui), and 

iii) M/s Kharkhov Plant of Citric Acid, Kharkhov region, Ukraine, (hereinafter 
referred to as Kharkhov) 

E.1 VIEWS OF THE INTERESTED PARTIES 

7. The views of the interested parties are summarized below, 

i) The domestic industry produces Citric Acid through the sugar route which 
cannot be viable since the Chinese companies use corn starch syrup and their 
economies of scale is also very competitive. Because of this reason their cost of 
production is very low and they are able to export throughout the world at the 
most competitive prices including India. 

ii) The average export; price of Citric Acid from India is lower than the 
Chinese export prices to India. It has been observed from the balance sheet of 
M/s. Solaris Biochemicais Ltd., that they have effected substantial quantity of 
exports and this is the main cause of their losses. If these exports were have not 
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been effected othenwise there would have been no loss or insignificant losses 
during the start up operation period. 

iii) In thc! comments to the disclosure statement they have stated that there no 
interference of State in this two companies and this two companies are 
independently taking decisions and earning profits like in case of any company 
operating in market economy. 

iv) They have submitted that takeover of the management by the workers 
cooperatives has been permitted in India also and this does not mean that it is 
not carried out in a transparent manner. Even M/s. Solaris has also taken over 
the earliei company with huge write offs and majority share holders of one part 
has remai led the same. 

V) The sunset review was rejected by the Authority on merits, restoring the 
benefit thrcugh a fresh investigation will not be appropriate. In case of China the 
anti-dump ng duty was there in place and the imports to that effect only 330 MT 
have been affected after the lifting of anti-dumping duty. It may also be noticed 
that the market share of imports have increased due to closure of production 
facility by another producer M/s. Citurgia. 

E.2 VIEWS OF T HE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

8. The views c f the domestic industry are summarized below; 

i) Th(j Chinese exporter M/s. Anhui has exported only two consignments of 
110 & 12 ) MT ot Acid on 2.2.2004 and 6.3.2004 respectively. These 
consignme nts do r ;‘nd reportings in the DGCI&S import data for the period 
April 2003 to March . J04, therefore the Chinese company are not eligible for a 
separate determination of dumping margin. 

ii) Th3 domestic industiy has once again reiterated that the Korean and 
Malaysian imports are more likely to be of Chinese origin and the importers have 
involved in circumvention of anti dumping duty by transshipment of subject goods 
at dumpec prices since anti-dumping duty was In place on imports of Citric Acid 
from Chins I. One of the domestic producer i.e., M/s. Citurgia has already closed 
down its operation which Is indicative of injury due to the dumped imports, 

E.3 CH NA PR 

VIEWS CF M/S GANSU XEUJING BIOCHEMICAL LTD.. CHINA PR. 
lERODyc=Ri 

9. Garsu (producer) started its production on 28/9/2003 after taking over the 
state owned existing entity. The company has become public limited company in 
Septembei 2003. The company has claimed that it has been incorporated and 
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registered under the PRC company law and all the major decisions are taken as 
per Chinese law. They have stat^ that the directors and shareholders of the 
company do not hold shares in any other company related to production and sale 
of Citric Acid in China, PR and India. The producer has claimed that the company 
is operating on market based economy and the prices of Citric acid are market 
driven. They have claimed that there was no subsidized supply of raw materials 
and utilities and they were procured from the market at the prevailing market 
prices. It is submitted that the prices of Citric acid in the domestic market are 
lower than the export price to India and the company is earning profits. 

10. The company claimed that it is governed by civil procedures court of 
People s Republic of China which deals with procedure for bankruptcy and debt 
repayment of enterprises with legal certainty. The Article 199 provides a 
guarantee for legal certainity and stability in the operation of the firm like granting 
recourse to the course of law, ensures a major protection to creditors. Incase of 
any major loses suffered by the entity. 

11. The company has claimed that the raw materials were purchased from 
the local market and the prices of the raw materials purchased reflect the price 
prevailing in the local markets and orders were normally awarded on the basis of 
lowest price quoted by the suppliers. They have also claimed that the raw 
materials are procured from different sources at market driven prices without any 
Involvement of the State in the decision making process. The company itself 
makes its decisions regarding purchase of raw materials and procurement of 
utilities. 

12. In support of their claim of MET they have stated that 39 countries have 
granted market economy status to China including Australia, New Zealand, 
Brazil, Argentina, Russia, South Africa etc. India has also granted MET to many 
Chinese companies in several anti dumping investigations, therefore, this 
company should also be given market economy treatment, 

VIEWS OF M/S ANHUI GARMENTS SHEOS AND CAPS INDUSTRIAL GROUP 
COMPANY. CHINA PR.fEXPORTER) 

13. Anhui (exporter) is a Limited company, which is established according to 
the laws of ChinaPR. The company was established in 1992 and is making 
profits in the past three financial years. All the Board members are elected 
members and some of them are working employees of the company. The Board 
members are the representatives of the shareholders of the company. Textile 
Association of Anhui Province is the shareholder of the company. 

14. Anhui is an independent business entity & has no relationship with Gansu 
except for buying & exporting their goods. The goods are purchased locally & 
exported. The price is the sole consideration while buying the Citric acid from 
Gansu. There is no commission payable by Gansu because the goods are 
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piifclidsed on outright sales by way of a local purchase transaction. Whatever is 
the differed .'6 in the purchase price & the export price js the profit earned by 
Anhui. 

In. There are no incentive.s on exports being claimed by the manufacturer of 
goods i.e. M/s. Gansu Xuejing Biochemical Co. Ltd., however, the exporter is 
entitled to claim drawback @ 13% on exports & retained by them. They claim 
that citric acid is purchased on ex factory basis therefore, they pay the cost of 
goods including the VAT. In addition to this, the local freight to Tianjin port; ocean 
freight: insi ranee from suppliers factory to the buyers warehouse & the bank 
cfiarges in relation to the expert fransaciiosi are also paid In addition, the 
exporter g6:s duty drawback on exports of Citric Acid @ 13% of the assessable 
value at: tht time of removal of goods from the factory. This is not passed on to 
the manufa :::tL!ier since it has been purchased locally & paid the price including 
i| le VA r 




EXAMINATIION OF THE AUTHORn Y 


Designated Authority, as per para 8(2) of Annexure I of the? AD Rule.s 
lose of assessing the Normal Value, proceeded with a presumption 
jntry that has been determined to be or has been treated as, a i^oH' 
nomy country for purposes of an anti dumping investigation by the 
Authority or by the competent authority of any WTO member country 
three years period preceding the investigation is a non-market 
ountry. In the past three years WTO members such as EU and USA 
id China PR as a non-market economy country in anti- dumping 
ns. In the instance case, China PR has been proposed to be 
I as non-market economy Country. 

Authority sent market economy treatment (MET) questionnaire and 
uestlonnaire to all the known exporters (whose details were made 
/ the applicant) for the purpose of determination of normal value, 
responses have been received from Gansu (producer) and Anhui 
The submissions were examined and a detailed deficiency letter was 
2.12.2004 and subsequently explained to the representative of the 
fhey filed the complete response in support of their claim of market 
eatment and requested for determination of normal value on the basis 
: sales of Citric acid in their home market. In view of their claim of 
lent, verification was carried out at the premises of the responding 
I producer and exporter. The Chinese producer has claimed 
:reatment on the grounds that they are operating under market 
ondition irrespective of prevailing economy situation in the country 
I direct or indirect State interference or Influence in their business 
ireau of Fair Trade, Ministry of Commerce, China PR has also 
to the general questionnaire, which has been considered to the extent 
this investigation. 
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13. In anti-dumpingjjivfttjgations concerning imports originating in Chisra PR. 
normal value shall be determined in accordance with para 7 & 8 of Annexure I of 
the AD Rules. The Authority notes that para 7 of Annexure 1 of AD Rules 
provides that; 

In case of imports from non-market economy countries, normal value shall be 
determined on the basis of the price or constructed value in the market economy 
thud country, or the price from such a third country to other countnes, including 
India or where it is not possible, or on any other reasonable basis, including the 
pnce actually paid or payable in India for the like product, duly adjusted if 
necessary, to include a reasonable profit margin " 

F urther Para 8 of Annexure 1 of the AD Rules (as amended) provides that: 

"B (1) The term “non-market economy country' means any countiy which the 
designated authority determines as not operating on market principles of cost or 
pricing structures, so that sales of merchandise in such country do not reflect the 
fair value of the merchandise, in accordance with the cnteha specified in sub- 
paragraph(3) 

(2) There shall he a presumption that any country that has been determined to 
be, or has been treated as, a non-market economy country for purposes of an 
anti dumping investigation by the Designated Authority or by the competent 
authority of any WTO member country during the three year period preceding the 
investigation is a non fnarket economic country: 

Provided, however, that the non-market economy countfy or the concerned firms 
from such countiy may rebut such a presumption by providing information and 
evidence to the designated authority that establishes that such country is not a 
non-market economy country on the basis of the criteria specified in sub¬ 
paragraph (3). “ 

19 It is noted that the responding Cliinese producer furnished information/ 
evidence as mentioned in para 8(3) of Annexure 1 of AD Rules to enable the 
Designated Authority to consider the following criteria as to whether 

a) the decision of concerned firms in such country regarding prices, costs 
ana inputs, including raw materials, cost of technology and labour, output sales 
and investment, are made in response to market signals reflecting supply and 
demand and without significant State interference in this regard, and whether 
costs of major inputs substantially reflect market values; 

b) the production costs and financial situation of such firms are subject to 
significant distortions carried over from the former non-market economy system, 
in particular in relation to depreciation of assets, other write-offs, barter trade and 
payment via compensation of debts; 
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c) such firms are subject to bankruptcy and property laws which guarantee 
legal certainty and stability for the operation of the firms, and 

d) the exchange rate conversions are carried out at the market rate; 

20. Tho Authority examined whether the decision of concerned firms in such 
country rsgarding prices, costs and inputs, including raw materials cost of 
technology and labour, output sales and investment, are made in response to 
market signals reflecting supply and demand without significant State 
interferen ::e and in this regard whether costs of major inputs substantially reflect 
market viilues. After verification of the data the Authority forwarded a detailed 
verificatioi report highlighting the facts. In response to the verification report, 
they have argued that the scope of non-market economy examination is limited 
to dumping determination and the Authority is required to examine 
informatic n/data for the period of investigation only not the data/information prior 
to POI for market economy treatment. The Authority notes that the determination 
of normal value is based on the data of the POI only, however, the examination 
of market economy takes into account the entire data of the company preceding 
to the PO also. 

21. Thi Chinese company manufactures both Starch & Citric Acid from the 
basic rav/ material, i.e, Corn, In the product catalogue, liquid fertilizer is 
mentione l as one of the products of the company. On inquiry, the company 
clarified t lat this product is no longer manufactured by them. This product was 
manufactired by the earlier business entity M/s. Gansu Linze Starch Plant and 
its produ(;tion has been stopped since 1997 for which reasonable explanation 
could not be provided to the verification team. The producer provided information 
only for the period of the new company came into existence. In response to the 
verificatioi report, the company has submitted that “the company commenced 
production in Sept.03” and therefore, data has been provided only for the period 
from Sep ember,2003 to March,2004. The company further submitted that the 
response is submitted by Gansu and they are authorized to provide details only 
in respeci of this legal entity. They are not authorized to give details in respect of 
earlier State owned company M/s Gansu Starch Plant Ltd. because the erstwhile 
plant went into liquidation. In absence of data/information of the company of the 
earlier pe riods of the earlier state owned company, the Authority could not 
examine the trends of profitability of the company and their independent 
functioning without any substantial interference of the state. Corn accounts for 
the biggest purchase in the books of account and is the major raw material in 
production of citric acid. In respect of procurement of Corn the Authority found a 
difference in the price of corn as per invoices presented during the on spot 
verificatioi and the rates mentioned in response to the exporter questionnaire 
and MET response. The Chinese company could not provide any justification for 
the diffenmces in prices and the process of procurement of corn could not be 
found to t e fair and transparent. 
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22. The company generates own steam from coal. Coal was purchased partly 
from State owned enterprise and partly from limited companies The coi cpar y 
provided details of the purchase, receipt & payment documerls or cral or? 
randomly selected records which were verified from their records Efoctric';y ic 
purchased from a State Owned Enterprise. The company provided a i‘antf char? 
of the electricity company. The average rate appeared to be on the krwcr side as 
compared to the electricity rates in other parts of china. The company argued 
that this part of China was not so developed, therefore, to encourage the 
establishment of industries in this area, power is priced ver\f competitively and 
the similar view was advanced by BOFT also. The Chinese company has agreed 
with the verification report that the electricity rate is higher in other provinces than 
what is available to the industiy in Gansu province and the justification advanced 
by them was not satisfactory. 


23. Regarding the production costs and financial situation of such firms are 
subject to significant distortions carried over from the fori nor non-market 
economy system, in particular in relation to depreciation uf asseis, other wr te- 
offs, bailer trade and payment via compensation of debts the Ctiinese producer 
submitted that there is no significant distortions carried over Troin the r on- 

market economy system in order to rebut the presumption of NME . The 
company claimed that the ownership of the land use rights have been obtained 
on long term lease basis from the Government. On verification of their records it 
is obijerved that land has been obtained from the State but they could not 
provide the details of payment of rentals of leased land to the Government. 
During the course of verification it was also found that the new company has 
been taken over from erstwhile State owned company by the association made 
of staffs of earlier SOE, at a value which does not reflect tne market prices of 
such industrial setup. In view of this, exclusion cannot be made regarding the 
significant distortions carried over from the former non-market economy system. 
The exporter have argued since the businesses have been in loss for many 
years, therefore there were no bidders apart from company formed by the staffs 
of the earlier SOE company. As far as debt rescheduling and write offs are 
concerned they have submitted that It is a common feature of privatisation of loss 
making companies In the market economies also. As per para 8 (3) (b), it is 
essential to examine the process of transformation and how the assets and 
liabilities of the entity have been valued for the purpose of privatisation. In this 
connection the Authority notes that the manner in which the process of 
privatisation has taken place and the fixed and financial assets of the erstwhile 
state owned company has been transferred to the new company appears to have 
significantly affected the costs of subject goods. The Authority further notes that 
the cost of production and the prices in the domestic market do not reflect the 
market prices, therefore, cannot be accepted for the purpose of this investigation. 


24. As regards their claim of its existence of bankruptcy law which guarantees 
stability and legal certainity, the company claimed that this company faced 
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t financial difficulties having been loss making for a number of 
years and declared bankrupt. Since it was a State owned company, 
ies on the part of the company were written off and handed over to a 
ned association made by the existing staff of the company having ****% 
ing along with M/s Gansu Jinbao Investment Company Limited having 
a reholding. The company could not substantiate with facts that the 
company has been handed over to a new entity in a reasonable and 
nt manner and could not demonstrate the non-interference of the State 
tire chain. The company provided a report of the asset valuation of 
5 on 01.12.2003 and claimed that the assets of the State owned 
j were taken over by the ICBC bank and the bank took over the assets 
jp a Public Notice for the disposal of assets. The discrepancy was 
with regard to the commencement of the new entity in the month of 
3 r 2003 whereas the assets of the State owned company has been 
December,2003. In support of their claim they provided a copy of the 
tice issued by the bank. As per the decision of the court, an amount of 
was determined to be the shortfall between the assets and liabilities of 
u linze starch plant and this shortfall was agreed to be funded by the 
mt. The Court has finally made a decision vide its order dated 
J stating that the liabilities to the extent of RMB**** need not be paid any 
the new entity and the liquidation group will carry out the other 
s. The Authority observed that the value at which the assets of tlle State 
itity were transferred to the private ownership and the manner in which 
:ies have been adjusted or written off, distorts the cost of production of 
lets manufactured from this plant. In this connection the Authority notes 
nanner in which the privatization has taken place and the assets of the 
State owned enterprise has been transferred to the new company 
to have significantly affected the cost of production for the subject 
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respect of drawback receiveable from the government, the exporting 
claimed at the rate of 13% and called for adjustment in the export price, 
in case of exports to India the sale from the factory is accounted for as 
irket sale to Anhui as purchased material locally and invoices were 
elusive of VAT at the rate of 17%. & claimed adjustment on account of 
drawback In their export price .The Authority verified and considered 
of adjustment on account of refund of drawback to determine the ex- 
(port price. ^ 


into RM 


. regards the exchange rate conversions are carried out at the market 
bank realization certificates were verified the as proof of receipt of the 
oceeds. These realisation certificates showed the invoice number, the 
lount, tne amount deducted by the bank as bank charges and the net 
;redited to Anhui. The exchange rate at which the US $ was converted 
i was also shown in the bank certificate. All these details were verified 
am and found to be in order. 
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27. The Authority notes that the Chinese company did not provide sufficient 
evidence to demonstrate that their business decisions are not subjected to State 
interference. Further it was observed that the transactions have not been carried 
out without significant distortions, which is evidenced by the transactions with the 
erstwhile State owned entity. The Authority observed that the value at which the 
assets of State owned entity were transferred to the private ownership and the 
manner in which the liabilities have been adjusted or written off by the State, 
distorts the cost of production of the products manufactured from this plant. In 
this connection the Authority notes that the manner in which the assets of the 
erstwhile State owned enterprise has been transferred to the new entity appears 
to have significantly affected the cost of production for tfie subject goods. 
Therefore, the Authority is of the opinion that the cost of production and Its prices 
in the domestic market do not reflect the correct market price of the product and 
cannot be accepted for the purpose of this investigation. In view of the above, the 
Authority could not grant market economy status to the responding co-operative 
Chinese producer. 

28. It is noted that the cooperative exporter from China has provided the 
domestic sales transaction details for the purpose of determination of normal 
value in the country of exports in respect of the product under consideration. 
However, in view of the significant distortion in the cost and prices due to the 
influence of transfer of company concerned, the Authority Is of the opinion dhat 
the cost and prices of the product in the domestic market would not rrfleet the 
costs and prices as per market signals, hence proposed to construct the normal 
value of the subject goods in China PR in terms of para 7 of Annexure I of AD 
Rules; 

Para 7 of Annexure I provides that, “In case of imports from non-market economy 
countries, normal value shall be determined on the basis of the price or 
constructed value in the market economy third country, or the price from such a 
third country to other countries, including India or where it is not possible, or on 
any other reasonable basis, including the price actually paid or payable in India 
for the like product, duly adjusted if necessary, to include a reasonable profit 
margin. An appropriate market economy third country shall be selected in a 
reasonable manner (keeping in view the level of development of the country 
concerned and the product in question) and due account shall be taken of any 
reliable information made available at the time of selection. Account shall also 
be taken within time limits, where appropriate, of the investigation if any made in 
similar matters in respect of any other market economy third country. The parties 
to the investigation shall be informed without unreasonable delay the aforesaid 
selection of the market economy third country and shall be given a reasonable 
period of time to offer their comments. ’’ 

29. The interested parties have argued that the normal value in a non market 
economy country shall be required to be determined on the basis of prices from 



THE GAZE HE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY' 


untry to other countries including India. The Authority has examined the 
nts of the interested parties with reference to the rule quoted above and 
lat sufficient reliable Information on cost of production and prices of the 
goods in any comparable country was not available for the selection of an 
iate third country for determination of normal value. Therefore, it was not 
5 to determine the norma! value based on the prices or constructed value 
narket economy third country. None of the interested parties placed any 
il before the Authority for selection of an appropriate third country, on the 
and the domestic industry in their application clearly indicated that the 
value may be constructed on the basis of price paid or payable in India 
ljusted for reasonable profit margin In a market economy country. As 
; the second option of determination of normal value on the basis of prices 
ird country to other country including India was examined on the basis of 
statistics made available by the DGCI&S. It was observed that the import 
from other countries to India as per the DGCI&S statistics were not 
riate for determination of normal value since the volume of imports from 
ountries to India were diminimis. It is noted that the imports from countries 
lan subject countries are below the de minimis limits except imports from 
ia and countries attracting anti dumping duty. However, it is noted that the 
:ic industry has stated that there is no producer of subject goods in 
ia and the imports may be of Chinese origin. In view of this, the Authority 
icted the norrlf^al value as per price actually paid or payable in India for the 
duct, duly a^usted. The raw materials for manufacturing Citric Acid at the 
tional price, the consumption norms of the industry and reasonable profit 
een considered for constructing the normal value for China PR. The 
value is therefore, constructed as US$****/Kg. 


T PRICE 


Anhui has provided invoice wise details of exports of Citric Acid made to 
uring the pedod of investigation. They exported 330 MT of Citric Acid 
the POI and it has been considered for determination of export price. In 
to arrive at the ex factory export price, the company has claimed 
lents on account of ir'ind freight, overseas freight, overseas Insurance 
\T. The Authority con deied the claim of adjustments bn the basis of 
I data to arrive at ex-fciotory export price of Citric Acid exported to India 
the period of Investigation. The Authority has determined the ex-factory 
export price as US$ ****/Kg. 

OTHER EXPQRTERS/PRODUCERS FROM CHINA PR 


NORMAL VALUE 


31. It is noted since there were no other exporters/producers cooperated apart 
from tjie responding exporters in China PR, the Authority has instructed the 
normal value as per para 7 of Annexure-I of AD Rules for all other 
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exporters/proaucers from China, PR. The raw materials for manufacturing Citric 
Acid at the international price, the consumption norms of the industry and 
reasonable profit have been considered for constructing the normal value. The 
normal value is, therefore, constructed as US$****/Kg. 

EXPORT PRICE 

32 The export price is determined on the basis of import statistics made 
available by DGCI&S. To arrive at ex-factory export price, adjustments have 
been considered as provided by the domestic industry. The ex-factony export 
price is determined as US$****/Kg for all other exporters/producers from China 
PR 

E.5 UKRAINE 

33. The Designated Authority, as per para 8(2) of Annexure I of the AD Rules 
for the purpose of assessing the Normal Value, proceeded with a presumption 
that any country that has been determined to be or has been treated as, a non- 
market economy country for purposes of an anti dumping investigation by the 
Designated Authority or by the competent authority of any WTO member country 
during the three years period preceding the investigation is a non-market 
economic country. In the past three years Ukraine has been treated as a non- 
market economy country in the anti- dumping investigations by WTO members 
such as EU and USA. In the instance case, Ukraine has been proposed to be 
investigated as non-market economy Country. 

34. The Authority sent market economy treatment (MET) questionnaire and 
exporters questionnaire to all the known exporters (whose details were made 
available by the applicant) for the purpose of determination of normal value. The 
Government of Ukraine has filed submissions for its claim of market economy 
Status but did not file submissions as per para 8(4) of Annexure-I of AD Rules in 
the MET questionnaire. 

35. The Trade and Economic Mission of Embassy of Ukraine, India filed the 
exporters response in respect of Kharkov Plant of Citric acid, Ukraine. They have 
stated that the Kharkov Plant of Citric acid was formed as per the decision of the 
regional officer of state ownership of Ukraine in Kharkov region of 21/1/96 by 
means of transformation of national enterprise ‘The Kharkov Plant of Citric Acid” 
into the public corporation. The plant performs the production and selling of the 
subject goods independently. 

36. The company did not file complete information regarding the domestic 
sales and export sales in Appendix 1 & Appendix 2. They did not file theW 
information in Appendix 5 and Appendix 6 . As regards, the information in 
Appendix 4 and Appendix 7 incomplete information have been provided. The 
cost of production with regard to domestic sales, export sales and exports to third 
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las not been filed. The profit and loss account and the balance sheet for 
and preceding years have not been furnished to analyse the costing and 
information of the company. The deficiency letter was sent on 4/11/04 
5 complete submission in the exporter’s questionnaire in the form and 
specified by the Authority. Further reminders were also sent stating that 
ce of complete information, they will be treated as non cooperative and 
lal value will be constructed as para7 of the AD Rules related to non 
conomies, which they did not respond. 

le determination of normal value in respect of Ukraine is to be carried 
out in adcordance with the rules relating to non-market economies as contained 
^ & 8 of Annexure-1 of AD Rules as amended. The Authority notes that 
Annexure 1 of AD Rules provides that: 






of imports from non-market economy countries, normal value shall be 
ed on the basis of the price or constructed value in the market economy 
ntry, or the price from such a third country to other countnes, including 
^^here it is not possible, or on any other reasonable basis, including the 
tually paid or payable in India for the like product, duly adjusted if 
y, to include a reasonable profit margin. ” 









irther Para 8 of Annexure 1 of the AD Rules (as amended) provides that: 

76 term “non-market economy countr/’ means any country which the 
ad authority determines as not operating on market principles of cost or 
^ructures, so that sales of merchandise in such country do not reflect the 
} of the merchandise, in accordance with the criteria specified in sub- 
h(3) 

? shall be a presumption that any country that has been determined to 
is been treated as, a non-market economy country for purposes of an 
}ping investigation by the Designated Authority or by the competent 
of any WTO member country during the three year period preceding the 
tion is a non-market economic country; 


HU 




, however, that the non-market economy country or the concerned firms 
h country may rebut such a presumption by providing information and 
to the designated authority that establishes that such country is not a 
<et economy country on the basis of the criteria specified in sub- 
h (3).“ 


is noted that the responding company did not furnish complete 
Dn/ evidence as mentioned in para 8(3) of Annexure 1 of AD Rules to 
le Designated Authority to consider the following criteria as to whether; 
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a) the decision of concerned firms in such country regarding prices, costs 
and inputs, including raw materials cost of technology and labour, output sales 
and investment, are made in response to market signals reflecting supply and 
demand and without significant State interference in this regard, and whether 
costs of major inputs substantially reflect market values; 

b) the production costs and financial situation of such firms are subject to 
significant distortions carried over from the former non-market economy system, 
in particular in relation to depreciation of assets, other write-offs, barter trade and 
payment via compensation of debts; 

c) such firms are subject to bankruptcy and property laws which guarantee 
legal certainty and stability for the operation of the firms, and 

d) the exchange rate conversions are carried out at the market rate; 

40. The Government of Ukraine filed a claim of market economy status but not 
as required under para 8 (4) of Annexure 1 of AD Rules. In view of this provision 
any country may claim for a market economy status provided the claimant 
country is able to fulfil the following conditions to the satisfaction of the Authority, 

i) the concerned country has been determined to be or treated as a market 
economy for the purpose of AD investigations by WTO Member country; 

ii) such a treatment or determination shall be based on the latest detail 
evaluation of relevant criteria which includes the four criteria specified in 
para 8 (3) of Annexure 1; 

iii) evaluation has been made in a public document 

41. It is noted that the Government of Ukraine did not furnish the complete 
Information/evidence to rebut the presumption of non market economy as 
required under para 8(4) of Annexure-1 of AD Rules. The exporter was asked 
vide letter dated 3.2.2005 that their submissions are grossly deficient and most of 
the appendixes of the exporters questionnaire are incomplete. The Authority 
also intimated that in case of non-submission of required documents the firm will 
be treated as non-cooperative and the normal value will be determined as per 
para 7 of Annexure I of AD Rules. The Ukrainian Government has also been 
asked to file the complete submission for their claim of market economy as 
required under para 8(4) of Annexure I of AD Rules. It was also stated that in 
absence of complete information the normal value in respect of all 
exporters/producers from Ukraine will be determined as per Rules relating to 
non-market economies as contained in para 7 of Annexure I of AD Rules. The 
Authority further reminded both the Ukrainian Governrhent and the responding 
exporter vide its letters dated 28.2.2005 but nothing was heard either from the 
exporter or from the Government, therefore the Authority found it appropriate to 
construct normal value as per para 7 of Annexure I of AD Rules. In absence of 
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complete nformatior: the Authority could not grant market economy status to 
Ukraine aid market economy treatment to the responding company. The 
interested parties ; ^ve argued that the normal value shall be required to be 
determined on the basis of prices from third country to other countries including 
India. The Authority has examined the arguments of the interested parties with 
reference :o the rule quoted above and notes that sufficient reliable information 
on cost of production and prices of the subject goods in any comparable country 
was not available for the selection of an appropriate third country foi 
determination of norma! value. Therefore, it was not possible to determine the 
ue based on the prices or constructed value in the market economy 
try. None of the interested parties placed any material before the 
0 : selection of an appropriate third country, on the other hand the 
ndustry in their application clearly indicated that the normal value may 
cted on the basis of price paid or payable in India duly adjusted for 
? profit margin. As regards the second option of determination of 
ue on the basis of prices from third country to other country including 
examined on the basis of import statistics made available by the 
It was observed that the import prices from other countries to India as 
jCI&S statistics were not appropriate for determination of normal value 
volume of imports from other countries to India were diminimis. It is 
the imports from countries other than subject countries are below the 
5 limits except imports from Malaysia and countries attracting anti 
luty. However, it is noted that the domestic industry has stated that 
there is n^ producer of subject goods in Malaysia and the imports may be of 
Chinese oigin. In view of this, the Authority constructed the normal value as per 
price actually paid or payable in India for the like product, duly adjusted. In view 
of the nor-cooperation the normal value in respect of all exporters ! producers 
from Ukraine is determined as per rules relating to non-market economies as 
contained in Para 7 of Annexure-1 of AD Rules. In view of the above, the normal 
value has been constructed for all the producers / exporters from Ukraine on the 
basis of raw materials at the iniernational price, the consumption norms of the 
industry aid reasonable profit. The normal value is therefore, constructed as 
US$****/Kq. for all exporters / producers from Ukraine. 

EXPORT PRICE: 


42. The export price is determined on the basis of import statistics provided by 
DGCl&S. As per DGCI&S import statistics Ukraine has exported 943MT of citric 
acid during the POI. To arrive at ex-factory export price, adjustments have been 
considererl as provided by the domestic industry. The ex-factory export price is 
determined as US$****/Kg. for all exporters / producers from Ukraine. 
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E.6 KOREA RP 
NORMAL VALUE: 

43. The Korean Government has submitted that the total exports of Citnc Acid 
from Korea RP to all countries Including India during the POI is only 108 IvlT and 
the exports of Citric Acid from Korea to India is merely 20 tons as cer the offjcial 
Korean Export Statistics. In this regard the Korean Embassy, N Delhi has 
filed the official statistics of direct exports of Citric acid from Republic of Korea to 
all countries for the period January 2003 to 12^*" October 2004. They have stated 
that M/s. Shinwon Industry Company, Korea has exported only one consignment 
of 20 MT of Citric Acid during the POI. M/s. Shinwon Industrial Company, South 
Korea in its e-mail dated 11/11 /2004 has also stated that they have exponea on.y 
20 MT of Citric Acid during the POI, which is a very small quantity and did not file 
the response in the exporters questionnaire. The Korean Governnrient has once 
again vide its letter 24.6.2005 has submitted that as per the statistics of Korean 
Customs Service only 20 tons of Citric Acid have been expo?ted by Shinv^/on 
Industrial Company during the period of Investigation and requested the Infiian 
Authority to exclude Korea RP from this investigation. 

44. The domestic industry has submitted that the submissions made by the 
Korean Government regarding the discrepancy in the import data reported as per 
DGCI&S and the export statistics provided by the Korean Government may be 
dealt by the appropriate authority. They have further stated that this re-enforces 
apprehension that the subject goods claimed te have been originating from 
Korea may possibly be of Chinese origin. Since the country of origin 
investigation may takes its own time, the domestic industry has submitted that 
the submission of the Korean Embassy may be accepted and anti-dumping 
investigation may be carried for the subject goods originating in or exported from 
China PR and Ukraine. The interested parties have argued that the Korean 
import statistics is not reliable since the Indian importers have filed the certificate 
of origin regarding their exports from Korea before the Customs, therefore the 
submissions of the Korean Government is not In order. On examination of the 
arguments of the interested parties, the Authority is of the view that the actual 
import volumes of Citric Acid from Korea could not be ascertained. On the basis 
of information received from Customs, the Authority is not in a position to 
determine the actual import volumes from Korea, since the traders from other 
countries have effected these exports. 

45. In view of the above, the Authority considered the Korean exports as de- 
minimis as it is less than 3% in the total imports of Citric Acid during the POI. 
Therefore, Korea RP has been excluded from the subject countries in this 
investigation and their volume of imports has been segregated from dumped 
imports for the purpose of injury examination. In view of the above, Korea RP has 
been excluded from the subject countries in this investigation. Henceforth, only 
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China F'R and Ukraine shall constitute as subject countries in this investigation 
wherever it is referred. 



E.7 DUMPING MARGIN 

46. Elased on the normal value and export price as determined above, the 
Authori y determined the dumping margin as under: 

GT NORMAL EXPORT DUMPING 

■RIES/EXPORTERS/PRODUCERS VALUE PRICE MARGIN(%) 


\NSUXUEJING BIOCHEMICAL **** **** 7.21% 

HINA PR. _ 


S EXPORTERS/PRODUCERS 
:HINA PR 

U KRAI HE **** **** I 42.24% 


ETHODOLOGY FOR INJURY DETERMINATION AND EXAMINATION 


F CAUSAL LIN 


lEWS OF THE INTERESTED PARTIES 


47. The views of the interested parties are summarized below; 

i) The vast variation in the consumpton norms from the standard norm 
during the 2003 & 2004 period clearly indicates the reason for high cost of 
produc ion of the subject goods. 

ii) The domestic industry’s cost of production is much on the higher side 
since sugar being the major raw material and it has not achieved the optimum 
capacity utilisation therefore their cost of production need not be taken as 
constrL cted normal value. 

iii) The domestic industry has themselves acknowledged that the industry has 
undergone a change during 2001-2002 to 2003-2004 and this change has led to 
surge in imports because one of the producer of the subject goods M/s Citirgia 
closed down its production facilities. 

iv) The domestic industry themselves acknowledged that the output and 
capaci y utilisation has improved during the POI If taken into account that the trial 
production has started during 2000-2001. 

v) Due to the closure of one of the producer of the subject goods and the 
prevail ng demand in the market, imports were imperative to fulfil the demand. 

vi) The sales volume of the domestic industry has increased during the POI. 
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vil) The price has reduced by 26% during 2003-2004 whereas the custom 
duties has come down by 42.85% during the same period. This itself accounts 
for the reduction In the cost of product to the consumer. 

viii) The productivity of the domestic industry has improved and the Inventories 
situation has also improved during the POI. 

viii) While most of the parameters of injury are indicating positive trend, 
therefore no material injury due to dumped imports. There is no injury to the 
domestic Industry and there is no causal link between the Chinese imports and 
injury to the domestic industry due to such imports. 

F.2 VIEWS OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

48. The views of the domestic industry are summarized below; 

i) The selling price of the domestic industry has declined more than the 
dumped price, which indicates the domestic industry has suffered on account of 
price injury. Due to the continuance decrease in import prices, the domestic 
industry was forced to decrease its prices below cost to match the prices of 
dumped imports, 

il) The increase in market share by 2.04% is negligible when the demand has 
increased by 30%, therefore it is not correct to say that the domestic industry has 
not suffered on account of loss of market share. 

Hi) The domestic industry has operated only for four months registering a sale of 
7566 MT during 2001-02 whereas during the POI it registered a sale of 10203 
MT. The comparison may be done on annualized basis. 

iv) The comparison of cost of production from the base year 2001-02 is not 
appropriate since it was under trial production and all the costs were capitalized 
whereas the commercial production started only in 2003-04. 

v) The capacity utilisation has increased by only 3% if the base year figure is 
annualized for the purpose of comparison,whereas the demand has increased by 
30%. They have also submitted that the capacity utilisation during the POI 
cannot be said to be optimum and the plant is still unutilized due to inability of the 
domestic industry to sale the subject goods when the total demand has 
increased by 30%. 

vi) They have submitted that there are no factors other than dumped imports, 
which has affected the selling prices of the domestic industry. The selling price 
has declined by 18% during the POI whereas the dumped prices have declined 
by 17% during the same period. 
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vii) The 
entire injur 
the dome! 
compariso 
under the 
these yeai 
cost for tht 


domestic industry has submitted that they haye suffered losses In the 
/ period that does imply that there is no return on capital employ by 
tic industry. The domestic industry has improved their losses in 
1 to the trial run period since it was capitalized. The company was 
rial run during the period 2001-02 and 2002-03, as such the costs for 
s have been capitalized which has not been considered as revenue 
! purpose of ascertaining profit or loss. 



viii) As per the genera! practice the Designated Authority carries out the trend 
analysis fcr the entire Injury period i.e,, POI and preceding years however, there 
is no legal bar preventing the Authority from carrying out the injury analysis only 
for the PO for which reliable and acceptable data is not available. 

ix) The inventory has declined due to the decline in the sales price of the 
domestic ndustry. The domestic industry has submitted that the growth in 
capacity u ilisation, production, sales, productivity, market share, and profitability 
is either marginal or negative. 

x) The domestic industry may show some apparent improvement in some of 
the injury parameters, but the same has been washed way by the low price 
dumped imports w^ich has cascading affect on production, sales, capacity 
utilisation, cost of pro iiction and profitability, 

xi) The domesf: industry has argued that the Import volumes have increased 
by 25% over the >niury period and at the same time it undercuts the domestic 
prices by ’ 4-23% indicates the injury due to dumped imports. 

xii) The market c’ vhich has improved by 2% during the injury period in the 
increased demand o 50% during the same period, therefore the balance 28% 
has been :aken over» y the dumped imports clearly shows injury to the domestic 
industry. 

xiii) As regards the loss to the domestic industry, they have submitted that in 
absence of loss and profit acr lunt during the trial period the trend analysis for 
the injury period is based on ne arithmetical figure which is not appropriate, 
therefore a quarterly assessment of profit and loss account will show injury to the 
domestic ndustry. 




ULATIVE ASSESSMENT OF THE EFFECTS OF IMPORTS 
NCERNED 


49. As per annexure-ll (iii) of Anti Dumping Rules, in cases where Imports of a 
product frDm more than one country are being simultaneously subjected to Anti¬ 
dumping nvestigation, the Authority is required to cumulatively assess effect of 
such imports, only when it determines that (a) the margin of dumping established 
in relation to imports from each country is more than 2% expressed as 
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percentage of export price and the volume of the imports from each country is 
more than 3% of the imports of like article and (b) cumulative assessment of the 
effect of imports is appropriate in light of the conditions of competition between 
the imported article and the like domestic article. The Authority has found that 
the margin of dumping in respect of each of the subject countries is more than 
2%. The volume of imports from subject countries collectively is about 45% and 
individually it is more than 3% of the total imports during the POL 

50. On examination of information, the Authority found that the prices of the 
subject goods of subject countries were comparable. These have been imported 
under the same tariff classification. The user industry for the imported product 
and the domestic products were the same and the same product has been 
sourced from different countries by user industry and used interchangeably. The 
channels of imports are also found to be similar. The Authority has, therefore, 
found it appropriate to cumulatively assess the effect of imports of the subject 
goods on the domestically produced like article in the light of conditions of 
competition between the imported products and the conditions of competition 
between the imported products and like domestic product. 

VOLUME AND MARKET SHARE OF DUMPED IMPORTS 

51. The authority considered the transaction-wise DGCI&S import data for the 
purpose of determination of level of imports from subject countries. It is noted 
that the Imports from subject countries have increased in absolute terms and also 
as percentage of total imports, total demand and domestic production. 


IMPORTS of SUBJECT COUNTRIES IN TOTAL IMPORTS 




2003-04 


1101 

947 

2138 

UKRAINE (MT) 

000 

433 

943 

SUBJECT COUNTRIES(MT) 

1101 

1380 

3081 

OTHER COUNTRIES 


2019 

3755 

TOTAL IMPORTS 

5513 

3399 

6835 


52. It is evident from the above table that the imports from the subject 
countries have increased from a level of 1101 MT during 2001-02 to 3081 MT 
during POL The total increase over the same period is almost 3 times of the 
imports for the period 2001-02. Moreover, the increase during the period of 
investigation as compared to previous year 2002-03 is much more than the 
increase in the year 2002-03 as compared to the base year 2001-02. 


SHARE OF IMPORTS OF SUBJECT COUNTRIES IN TOTAL IMPORTS 


2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

CHINA 

19.97% 

27.86% 

31.27% 

UKRAINE 

0.00% 

12.74% 

13.80% 

SUBJECT COUNTRIES 

19.97% 

40.60% 

45.07% 
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80.03% 

59.40% 

54.93% 

100 

100 

100 




OTHER 


TOTAL IMPORTS 


53. It is noted that the share of imports from the subject countries in total 
imports h as increased from 19.97% in 2001-2002 to 45.07% during the period of 
investigat on. The imports from other countries has decreased during the period 
of investic ation since anti-dumping duty was in place against Thailand, Indonesia 
and for a part of the POI for China PR also. In terms of market share in imports, 
the share of imports from other countries has decreased from 80.03% during 
2001-2002 to 54.93% during the POI. 


SHARE QF IMPORTS OF SUBJECT COUNTRIES IN TOTAL DEMAND 


2003-04 


39 


DAMAN 


CHINA 


UKRAIN 


SUBJECT COUNTRIES 


OTHER COUNTRIES 


2001-02 

2002-03 

13079 

14079 

8.42% 

6.73% 

0.00% 

3.08% 

8.42% 

9.80% 

33.73% 

14.34% 


5;55% 


18.08% 


22.03% 



54. Fu ther, the share of Imports from the subject countries In total demand 
have increased from 8.42% during 2001- 2002 to 18.08% during the period of 
investigat on whereas the share of imports from other countries in total demand 
have decreased from 33.73% during 2001- 2002 to 22.03% during the period of 
investigat on. 


OF IMPORTS FROM SUBJECT COUNTRIES IN DOMESTIC 
IlpN 

2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 

TION _ 4099 7626 13247 

26.86% 12.42% 16.14% 


PRODUCTION 


SUBJECrr COUNTRIES 


OTHER COUNTRIES 


26.86% 


107.63% 


2002-03 

2003-04 

7626 

13247 

12.42% 

16.14% 

5.68% 

7.12% 

18.10% 

23.26% 

25.48% 

28.34% 



55. It may be seen from the above table that the imports from subject 
countries as percentage of domestic production has decreased from a level of 
26.86% curing 2001-2002 to 23.26% during the period of investigation. The 
authority notes that the dumped imports in absolute terms as well as a 
percentage of total imports in total demand have increased during the period of 
investigat on. 
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PRICES 

EVOLUTION OF IMPORT PRICES 

56. Between 2001-02 and the POI, the average GIF prices of dumped imports 
registered a decline over the injury period .The import prices of the subject 
goods have declined from Rs 37181/MT during 2001-2002 to Rs 30867/MT 
during the POI. 


GIF PRIGES 

Ghina PR 

Ukraine 

Subject 

countries 

2001-2002 

37181 

- 

37181 

2002-2003 

34937 

32188 

34075 

2003-2004 

31230 

30043 

30867 


DOMESTIC PRICES 

57. It is noted that there were two producers of the subject goods in India 
namely M/s. Solaris Biochemicals Ltd. and M/s. Citurgia Biochemicals Ltd. The 
applicant M/s. Solaris Started its trial run of production of the subject goods only 
from December, 2001 and continued its trial run up to March 2003. The other 
producer i.e. Citurgia had been producing the subject goods during 2001-02 and 
2002-03. However, during the period of investigation it has closed down its 
operation and did not produce the subject goods. During the POI M/s. Solaris 
Biochemical Ltd was the only producer of the subject goods. It is noted that the 
composition of the domestic industry over the years has undergone substantial 
change. The domestic industry in the comments to the disclosure statement has 
argued that the comparison of cost of production from the base year 2001-02 is 
not appropriate since it was under trial production and all the costs were 
capitalized whereas the commercial production started only in 2003-04. The 
Authority examined the arguments of the domestic industry and is of the view 
that the trial production continued period of 18 months. It is further observed that 
the plant is not a new plant, it has been taken over in running condition by the 
present management, thus the period of 18 months trial run production does not 
appear to be justified. Therefore, for the purpose of price analysis, it was found 
appropriate to carry out the comparisons over the injury analysis period as the 
selling prices are reflective of the market situation and domestic consumption. 
The selling price of the domestic industry has declined fronrt 100 during 2001- 
02to 81.64 during the POI whereas the cost of production has declined much 
more in the same period thereby loss position of the domestic industry has 
improved from -100 to -5.83 during the POI. 




2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

GOP 

Rs./kg 

★★★★ 

**** 

**** 

Index 


100.00 

53.38 

32.18 

Selling price 

Rs./kg 


**** 

**** 
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Index 


Profit / Loss 


Index 


PRICE UNDERCUTTING 


Rs./k 


- 100 . 


***★ j 

**** 

-32.39 

-5.83 



V comparison for subject goods during the period under investigation was 
letween the weighted average landed value of dumped imports and the 
ic selling price of the domestic industry. The landed value of imports from 
ject countries were lower than the net sales realization of the domestic 
^ for the subject goods during the POI thereby, undercutting the selling 
the domestic industry. The undercutting margin was within a range of 19 
% during the POI. 

UNDERSELLING 

The price underselling is an important indicator of assessment of 
lerefore, the Authority has worked out a non Injurious price and compared 
ne with the landed value of imports to arrive at the extent of price 
illing. The non-Injurious price has been evaluated for the domestic 
jr by appropriately considering the cost of production for the product 
:onsideration during the POI and in order to eliminate inefficiencies, the 
/ utilization has been normated. The analysis shows that the weighted 
i landed value of the subject goods from subject countries is much below 
Injurious price determined for the domestic industry during the period of 
investidation. The un^-arselling margin was within a range of 22% to38% during 
the Pol. 



SITUATION OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 


'he authority has examined the injury to the domestic industry keeping in 
B change In the composition of the domestic industry in the Indian market, 
ed that the composition of the domestic industry is not the same over the 
ijury investigation period and the domestic Industry has changed from the 
01-02 to period of investigation. It is also noted that the domestic industry 
rted commercial production of the subject goods only from April, 2003, 
e, it was felt appropriate to make a trend analysis on year-to-year basis 
5 investigation period taking into account the information provided for the 
iduction period also since the trial run period was quite long. It is also 
id that the operative company was closed for some time after taken over 
Solaris and started its production in December,2001. Moreover, in the 
>01-02, the domestic industry produced only for four months whereas 
the period of investigation other producer M/s Citirgia closed down its 
)ns. 
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DOMESTIC DEMAND 

61. Domestic demand of the product under consideration has been arrived on 
the basis of domestic sales volume of domestic producers and total imports of 
the subject goods. On this basis, the domestic demand of the subject goods has 
increased from 100 during 2001-02 to 130.07 during the POI registering an 
increase of 30.07 % during the POI from the base year 2001 - 2002. 



2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 

Domestic Demand(MT) 

13079 

14079 

17039 

Indexed 

[Too 

107 

130 


MARKET SHARE IN DEMAND 


62. The market share of dumped imports from subject countries in total 
demand has increased from 8.42% during 2001-2002 to 18.08% during the POI. 
The market share of domestic industry in demand has Increased from 57.85% in 
2001-2002 to 59.89% during the POI. The market share of imports from other 
countries in demand has decreased from 33.73% during 2001-2002 to 22 03% 
during the POI. 


63. The market share of the domestic industry has slightly improved from 

57.85% in 200'*-Q2 qqoa wi.rin^ ooi 4 .^^ :__^ . 

. ww. wi ww.w/u wuiiHy me I wi III me iiioiccioiiiy demand in 

domestic market from 100 in 2001-02 to 130.27 during the POi. The share of 

dumped imports from subject countries in total demand during the POI has also 

risen sharply by 9% where as market share of Imports from other countries have 

decreased by 11% during the period of investigation . It is noted that in the 

increased demand the shares of both the domestic industry and imports from 

subject countries have increased. 



2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

Imports from Subject 

Countries 

1101 

1380 

3081 

imports from Other Countries 

4412 

2019 

3755 

Total Imports 

5513 

3399 

6835 

Sales - Domestic Industry 

*«** 

**** 

■k-kiHt 

Sales-Others 

**** 

**** 

***1i 

Sales-Total 

—-—--- 

•kldilt 

**** 

Iklililk 

Indexed 

floo 

141.15 

134.86 

Total Demand 

13079 

14079 

17039 

Indexed 

100.00 

107.64 

^130.27 

Share of Domestic industry 
(%) 

57.85 

75.86 

59.89 

Share of Subject 

Countries(%) 

8.42 

9.80 

18.08 

Other countries (%) 

33.73 

14.34 

22.03 
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CTION. CAPACITY AND CAPACITY UTIUSATION 


The production of the domestic industry has increased from 100 during 
2002 to 323 during the POI. The capacify utilization of the domestic 
y has increased from 20% in 200l~2002 to 52% during POI . ft is noted 
s domestic industry has increased its output and the capacity utilization 
the POI in the increased market demand. 


2001-02 


25000 


2002-03 


25000 


2003-04 


25000 



148.83 


258.53 



KS APPECTiNG DOMESTIC PRICES 


Changes in the cost structure and competition in the domestic market 
xamined to analyse the factors other than dumped Imports that might be 
ig the prices in the domestic market. There is no viable substitute of citric 
domestic industry is the sole producer of the subject good, therefore 
tic competition did not affect the prices. The Interested parties have 
that use of sugar as raw materials and its higher prices instead of starch 
y the domestic Industry is the main reason of higher cost of production 
sses to the industry. The Interested parties have also argued that 
logy of the domestic industry is the cause of injury since the production 
s of manufacturing citric acid through sugar route instead of Starch as the 
aw material and due to this reason cost of production for the domestic 
y becomes higher to compete with the imported dtric acid. The production 
s of the Chinese producers were verified and found that the production 
1 the starch route was much economical compared with the production 
through sugar route. The Authority examined the arguments of the 
ted parties and found that use of sugar as a raw material for 
icturing citric acid could be the reason for higher cost of production. 


RETURN ON CAPITAL EMOPOYED AND CASH FLOW 


66. The applicant started Its trial run for producing the subject goods only from 
Decerr ber, 2001 and continued trial runs up to March 2003 and start^ the 
commorciai production from April 2003. The other producer i.e. M/s. Citurgia had 
closed down its operation and did not produce the subject goods during the 
period of investigation. Thus, M/s. Solaris Biochemicals Ltd is the only producer 
of the subject goods during the POI. On examination of ROCE it is found that the 
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return on capital employed and the cash profit of the domestic industry have 
improved during the POI. The return on capital employed has improved from - 
100 during 2001-2002 to -29.61 during the POI. The cost of production of the 
domestic industry has declined from 100 during 2001-02 to 32.18 during the POI 
whereas the selling price did not decline in the same, proportion during the same 
period and thereby the domestic industry has improved its losses during the 
POI. 




2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

COP 

Rs./kg 


iriririr 

**** 

Index 


100.00 

53.38 

^32.18 

Selling price 

Rs./kg 

**** 

it*** 

**** 

Index 


100.00 

92.77 

81.64 

Profit / Loss 

Rs./kg 

**** 

**** 


Index 


-100.00 

-32.39 

-5.83 

Return on Capital Employed 

% 

***Ar 

**** 

**** 

Index 


-100.00 

-160.77 

-29.61 

Cash Profits 

Rb. 





Lacs 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Index 


-100.00 

-124.20 

-3.95 


EMPLOYMENT AND WAGES 

67. There is no change in the number of employees engaged by the domestic 
industry during the injury period. The Wages and salary per employee of the 
domestic industry is mere or less the same during the period of investigation and 
the preceding year. However, it is observed that the productivity of the domestic 
industry has improved during the POI. It is noted that the domestic industry has 
improved its productivity even after the same level of employees due to increase 
in production and capacity utilisation. Hence, the authority could not conclude 
any findings with regard with Injury to the domestic industry on account of this 
parameter. 



2001-2002 

2002-2003 

o 

o 

CM 

1 

CO 

o 

o 

CM 

Wages(Lacs) 



**** 

No. of Empioyees(No.) 

182 

182 

182 

Wages/Emp!oyee(Rs) 

**** 

**** 

ieikitic 

Wages/Emp!oyee{!ndexed) 

100 

163.70 

162.75 


PRODUCTIVITY; 


68. The productivity per employee has increased which would be clear from 
the following table. It has increased from 100 during 2001-2002 to 258.53 durifig 
the POI. Therefore, the decline In productivity is not a cause of injury to the 
domestic industry. 


2539 GI/2005—9 
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2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

No. of El 

nployees 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Index 


100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Productiv 

employe! 

ity per 

j(MTPA) 

**** 

iafk-k 

**** 

Index 


100.00 

148.83 

258.53 

Producti\ 

Index 

itv per man day 

-k-kicic 

**** 

itiritit 

J ^_ 1 --*- 

100.00 

148.83 

258.53 


INVENTdRIES 


w 

ks 


69. It i 
The stocl 
commenti 
discrepan{c 
analysis. 
Citric acid 
volume. 


noted that inventories have declined during the period of investigation, 
have decreased during the POI compared with the base year. In the 
to the disclosure statement, domestic industry clarified regarding the 
:y in the inventory reporting, which has been corrected for the injury 
puring 2000-01, inventories constituted 38% of the sales volume of the 
whereas in the period of investigation, it declined to 6.24% of the sales 
absolute terms also it declined by 23% during the POI. 


Iih 




2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

Closing 

Stock(M 

D 

* ? ** 

**** 

**** 

Index 


100.00 

144.17 

77.45 

Sales(M 

n ^ 



**** 

Closing 
the perc 
sales 

stocks as 
entage 


18.13 

6.24% 


GROWTIH 


Duri 


W 


70. 

related 
showing 
production 


.mg the investigation the Authority examined various parameters 
ith production and sales and observed that the domestic industry is 
a positive growth in many parameters such as, capacity utilization, 
, sales, productivity, market share and profitability during the POI. 


MAGNIT 


tiDE OF DUMPING MARGIN 


71 The magnitude of dumping margin from each of the subject countries is 
worked ciut in the dumping examination. These margins established are clearly 
above dininimis as defined in para iii(a) of the annexure II to rule 11 of the Anti 
dumping rules. 


2003-0^ 

(POI) 

China 

Ukraine 

Dumpin 

q Margin 

7,21% to 39.62% 1 

42.24% 


♦ k. hi • k ii i« 


«i||. i-j.: , 
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EVIDENCE OF LOSS CONTRACTS 


72. The applicant has claimed that they have lost contracts due to dumped 
Imports from subject countries. The argument was examined and the authority 
could not find any direct evidence with regard to injury on account of loss 
contracts. Hence, the authority could not conclude any findings with regard with 
injury to the domestic industry on account of this parameter. 


ABILITY TO RAISE CAPITAL INVESTMENTS 

73. It is noted that the domestic industry is incurring losses during the entire 
injury period and the return on capital employed is also negative but it has 
improved during the POI. The domestic industry could not plan to Invest further 
since incurring losses during the entire injury period. 


F.4 CONCLUSION 


74. The domestic Industry has claimed that the material injury has been 
caused by the dumped imports and put forward arguments in support of their 
claim for causal link between dumped imports from subject countries and injury 
suffered by them. However the responding exporters have argued that the 
domestic industry has failed to bring arguments with evidence regarding causality 
due to dumped imports. The arguments of the interested parties were examined 
and found that the domestic industry has shown improvement in production, 
capacity utilisation, sales, profitability and the inventory of the subject goods in 
relation to the sales has also declined. The profitability of the industry as per unit 
sale of the subject goods has shown improvement and return on capital 
employed has also improved. Though the margin of dumping from subject 
countries and price undercutting were found to be significant, however the overall 
performance of the Industry has shown improvement. In view of the above the 
Authority concludes that the Domestic Industry has not suffered material injury. 

In view of the negative determination on material injury, the Authority did 
not find necessary to record its finding on causal link. 


G. CONCLUSIONS : 

75. The Authority has, after considering the foregoing, come to the conclusion 
that: 


a. Th^ 
below its 


subject goods have been exported to India from the subject countries 
rjiormal value; 


b. Th(j Domestic Industry has not suffered material injury; 

c. Accordingly, the Authority does not recommend imposition of antidumping 
duties on imports of Subject goods from subject countries. 
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